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“g THE QUEEN’S SPEECH. 
he Queen’s Speech, which has so much disappointed 
ans, throws out some baits to law reformers. 
ign politics were slurred over, and the state of our 
inental relations only extracted from ministers by 
idetermination of the leading members of the oppo- 
on. Parliamen Reform was shoved into a corner ; 
ing; probably, of the treatment which the 
# question of the day is to receive from Govern- 
ft, unless the representatives of the people are more 
than they have been in past sessions. But the 
adment of the law holds a prominent place in the 
ih, and it really seems as.if Lord Derby and his 
Agues, conscious of the necessity for doing some- 
g, are about to try whether an inroad into social 
ions may not save them from discussions less 
ble. So at least the following passage from her 
fety’s gracious observations, in which the major and 
mor propositions seem curiously transposed, would 
8 to believe: 
our labours have, in recent sessions, been usefully directed 
arious ‘measures of legal and ‘social improvement. In the 
ef that further ‘measures ofa ‘similar character may be 
fand beneficially introduced, I have desired that Bills may 
Mnitted to you. without delay for assimilating and amend- 
ie laws relating to bankruptcy and insolvency; for bring- 
oge! into one set of: statutes, in a classified form, and 
uch modifications as experience will suggest to you, the 
ielating to crimes and offences in England and Ireland; 
ng the owners of land:in:England to obtain for them- 
han:indefeasible title:to their estates and interests, and for 
bring such titles.with simplicity and secuzity. 
ir attention will: be called to the state of the laws 
gulate the representation of the people in Parliament, 
cannot doubt: but that yon will give to this great. subject 
ee.of calm and i ial consideration proportioned to the 
tude of the interests involved in the result of your dis- 


se, and other propositions for the amendment of the laws, 
ewill be brought under your ‘notice as the progress of 
usiness may permit, I commend to thie:exercise of your 
tate judgment; and I earnestly pray ‘that: your counsels 
yee so guided as. to insure the stability.of the throne, the 
mee. and improvement of our .institutions, and: the 
welfare and happiness of my people. 
Aree distinct alterations—we hope may: turn 
to be improvements—in _our present 


tched out in the sentences. pt 
y, and very properly, stand 
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the first in the list. The complaints, both by lawyers 
and the public, have been so loud and long on the defects 
of this branch of our laws, that no Government could 
resist the appeal. Not only were there omissions in the 

ankrupt Law Consolidation Act, which its “authors 
have always acknowledged and regretted, but the prac- 
tical working of the measure has been in many res 
unsatisfactory, and in some absolutely intolerable. e- 
ther the ministerial measure is likely to be acceptable 
to the mercantile classes is another matter ; and it is a 
point on which we are not disposed to be sanguine.. The 
appointment of a select committee, to which the Bills 
of the Government and Lord John Russell will each be 
referred, is the most probable course to be ultimately 
adopted’ by the House. 

Criminal law consolidation, if set about in the right 
way, is a more easy matter. There is no reason why a 
vigorous effort should not succeed in giving us, in this 
very session, a revised, concise, Mpa ve epitome of 
our statute law on crime. But we hardly expect it. 
The Bills of the Statute Law Commission were im- 
perfect and crude to a degree hardly credible to those 
who have not examined them carefully ; and the ideas 
of the Attorney-General on the subject, if we compare 
his recorded speeches with his actual performances, are 
mere visions, based on no practical experience of this 
peculiar work. If, however, any good Bills are really 
prepared, we hope that the opportunity will not be lost 
to press them forward, and that those who are well 
versed in criminal practice will not hesitate to come for- 
ward with any suggestions that may be necessary for 
rendering the measures as perfect as possible. 

The transfer of land comes last, and the design hinted 
at seems to be that of carrying out the’ scheme pro- 
pounded by the late commissioners. Such, at least, is 
the impression which the words of the Speech have left 
on the majority of its readers, and the fact that Mr. 
Secretary Walpole was a member of the commission, 
and concurred in the report, makes the supposition 
probable. If this be so, we believe that the 
right honourable gentleman has entered on a more diffi- 
cult task than perhaps he bargained for,—a task which 
will require a more comprehensive consideration of a 
very wide subject than has yet been given to it. The 
enactment of any such Bill would simply ruin the great 
majority of solicitors; an event which we are not pre- 
pared to contemplate with equanimity, and which a 
considerable portion of the public will not view with 
applause. The least that in such a case we should have 
a right to demand is, that the present system of pro- 
fessional remuneration be previously altered, instead of 
destroying our income first, and leaving us then to a 
mere question of compensation. On a matter of such 
vital importance to thousands of edycated and hard- 
working men, who have deserved well of their fellow- 
citizens, it is idle to talk of the public interest. It is not, 
and cannot be, the public interest to permanently injure 
a class on whose exertions the security of property, and 
of domestic life, hangs so much; nor do we believe 
that a measure of sweeping injustice was ever followed 
by any real benefit to the nation. We make these re- 
marks without prejudice to the measure, of which we 
know nothing; but if, on its introduction, it should 
turn out to be unjustly detrimental to the great body 
of our profession, then we shall follow the example 
once set bya high personage in a high place—we “ shall 
stand by our order”—and oppose a firm resistance to so 
great a wrong. 

There is one remark which applies to all three Bills 
thus promised by the Ministry. The hesitation visible 
on the subject of Parliamentary Reform, and the nume- 
rical superiority of the opposition, whose disorganisa- 
tion would soon cease if a: favourable opportunity for 
victory were close in view, make it extremely probable 
that a vote of the House may either force on a dissolu- 
tion, or abruptly terminate the existence of the‘ Go- 
vernment. ith such a contingency hanging over our 
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heads, it would be difficult to cast the horoscope of an 
measure. It is a goodly crop that is sown, but who will 
be in at the reaping ? 


& 





The Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor. Sir J.. SrvaRt.) 
Lister v. Bell, 

Mr. Malins (with whom was Mr. Wood) applied on behalf of 
the defendant for the costs actually incurred relating to a sum- 
mons which had been taken out at chambers by the plaintiff 
for a special jury in this case under the Solicitor-General’s 
Act of session, and which summons had been adjourned 
into court, but had been abandoned by the plaintiff. The 
learned counsel stated that the defendant had incurred consi- 
derable expense in preparing to meet the summons. 

Mr. Bacon, who said he had received instructions in the 
cause, although he was not instructed to appear on the present 
motion, suggested that it was not the practice of the Court to 
give the costs actually incurred of an abandoned summons. 

The Vicze-CHANCELLOR.—If a summons comes on in cham- 
bers, and is abandoned, justice and the course of practice re- 
quire that the person summoned to chambers should, when 
the summons against him is abandoned, be indemnified in 
respect of the costs of that proceeding. When the summons 
is adjourned into court the same practice must prevail. As 
to abandoned motions, there was a General Order, which has 
not yet been extended to abandoned summonses. By a 
General Order of Lord Eldon’s (5th of August, 1818), it is 
prescribed that if affidavits have been filed in support of a 
motion which is abandoned, the costs shall be taxed, 
and paid to the other side by the party giving the notice of 
motion and not moving; but neither 40s. nor any other sum 
has been fixed by the practice of the Court as the costs of an 
abandoned summons. Lord Eldon’s order was intended to 
prevent a party who had been put to great expense being sent 
away with 40s, as an indemnity for that unreasonable expense. 
If, therefore, I find a summons abandoned in chambers, or 
abandoned in court, I can understand no other practice, and I 
have heard of no authority for any other course of practice, 
than that a person summoned to oppose a summons, and being 
told, after he has incurred considerable expense in preparing to 
oppose it, that it is abandoned, must have his taxed costs. I 
do not know why I heard anything stated about the nature of 
the summons, because that had nothing to do with it. If I 
found a case made that required me to sammon a jury, I might, 
in the exercise of my discretion, if I thought it necessary, 
summon a jury, or take any other means which the Legislature 
has armed me with to endeavour to do justice between the 
parties. The Legislature, which has prescribed those means of 
justice, has given the judges a discretion. I think the defendant 
is entitlea to the taxed costs of the summons. I mentioned 
the matter with respect to the jury, because Mr. Malins asked 
the other day to have the jury-box removed. But when I find 
an Act of Parliament empowers me to summon a jury, I do not 
mean to put out of my reach a new weapon which the Legisla- 
ture has enabled meto have recourse to. 

Mr. Malins.—Nor dv I ask that, sir. All I wished was, and 
I will now renew my application, that your Honour should give 
the proper officer directions during the short vacation that will 
now intervene to remove that jury-box. I merely ask it as a 
favour to the bar and myself. 

The Vick-CHaNnceLLorn.—I did not order it to be put there. 
Tt is put there in consequence of an Act of Parliament, and I do 
not mean to deprive myself of any assistance in administering 
justice which Parliament has said I should haye. 


PRACTICE OF THE COURT AS TO THE APPOINTMENT OF 
JURIES TO BE SUMMONED TO ATTEND THE COURTS OF 
CHANCERY, AND REPORT UPON IssuEs oF Facr. 

George v. Whitmore. 

Mr. Morris moved in this cause, which is not yet ready for 
hearing —“ That an order might be made that certain enume- 
rated questions of fact might be tried before his Honour himself 
by a common jury, and that the evidence on the trial of such 
questions might be directed to procure the attendance of a jury 
for the trial of such questions, pursuant to the provisions of the 
Chaneery Amendment Act of 1858.” 

Mr. De Geax opposed the motion. 

His Honour said, that, as this was an application under so 
recent an Act of Parliament, and in reference to the exercise 





of a jurisdiction so recently vested in the Court of Char 


it would be as well to state distinctly the course which t 


should follow in this and similar cases, He would not m 
an order for the appointment of a jury to report on questig 
of fact arising in his court unless the application were made} 
him by the consent and with the approval of counsel on bojh 
sides, nor would he make such an order unless the case wer 
fairly before the Court for argument, and such an issue of fact; 
were involved in the suit as would have justified the Cou, 
under the law as it formerly stood, to direct ‘an issue at lay, 
Provided the suit were in the state of maturity, and the ism 
of facts were of the nature he had just mentioned, he should 
have no hesitation in making an order under the new Act fy 
the summoning a jury to attend before him in his court to tr 
the question of facts in dispute, and for the oral examination of 
witnesses in open court, as prayed. 

Mr. De Gea asked, that Mr. Morris’s client might be orderej 
to pay the costs of the present application. 

His Honour said, the application was of so novel a natu, 
and had been so fairly put to the Court by Mr. Morris, that he 
thought it would be only fair to divide the costs. 





COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES, 


(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR, Mr. Justice WiGHTMAN, gni 
the JupGz ORDINARY.) 


In re Shedden.—Feb. 1. 


Mr, J, Wilde, Q, C., moved for leave to amend the petition 
in this case, and for directions as to the mode of pr : 
It was the first application under the Legitimacy Declaration 
Act, 1858 (21st & 22nd Vict. ¢. 93), by which persons wer 
enabled to establish their legitimacy, and the validity of the 
marriage of their parents and others from whom they might be 
descended. The petitioners, William Patrick Ralston Shedden, 
and his daughter, Annabella Jean Ralston Shedden, prayed that 
the marriage of the parents of the first petitioner, which took 
place in America, might be declared valid. He did not know 
whether the persons to be cited under the 7th section of th 
Act were to be selected by the parties or by the Court. 

Sir C. CRESSWELL said, the Court could not point out the 
persons who ought to be cited. The parties must apply to the 
Court to be allowed to cite certain persons, and show a reason 
able ground for being permitted to do so. 

Mr. J. Wilde said, the persons whom the petitioners pr 
to cite were Mr. Robert Shedden Patrick and Mr. Willi 
Patrick, the next of kin of William Shedden, if his marriage 
had not been valid. The point in which he asked leaye to 
amend was the omission of the name of Mr. William Shedden 
Burr, who had died since the presentation of the petition. 

The Court granted the application. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 
In re Evans,—Feb. 2. 

This bankrupt was described as of Farnham, scrivener, aud 
to-day came up to pass his last examination. 

Mr. Lawrance appeared on the part of a creditor to ae 
He said that the bankrupt was a solicitor, and disposed of his 
practice and went to France, and was made bankrupt. He did 
not surrender until a day or two before the prescribed 
surrendering, and, of course, no aceounts were filed <<a 
appointed for the last examination; and on the 
application two months’ time was allowed for him to prepa 
them, but he had not yet filed them; still there was no objec 
tion to. a short further adjournment, on condition that ™ 
further adjournment should be applied for. 

The bankrupt’s solicitor said, there was not the slightest 
desire to delay, and the bankrupt had been assiduous in his #- 
tendance on the official assignee, but some of the books were 
in the hands of other persons. 

Mr. Pennell, the official assignee, said, the bankrupt hel 
rendered every assistance, but the accounts were very intricsl?. 

Mr. Lawrance said, that the accounts involved sums of § 
large amount received from clients, and the assignees would 1 
quire a cash account from January, 1856. 

His Honour granted the adjournment for one month, o> 
serving, that in many cases traders in @ small way were ad- 
journed sine die for want of accounts, and here was a / 
man of education, and who, from) his profession, knew lis 
responsibilities; he must therefore understand that if thes 
counts were not filed in due time the examination would i 
adjourned sine die, without protection, 
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OUR JURY SYSTEM. 


Wm an action, Gaylor v. The Eastern Counties Railway 

, tried in the Court of Exchequer for compensa- 

tion for injuries received when a passenger on the defen- 
dants’ railway through the neglect of their servants, 

Mr. Baron CHANNELL, in summing up, told the jury they 

should give reasonable, but not vindictive or even speculative 


The jury having deliberated for a few minutes, 
A juror said:—One gentleman says he will hold out, my 


Mr. Baron Cuanneti.—Gentlemen, if it will at all assist 
I will read over the evidence. 

Several jurymen here said it was not at all necessary. They 
had made up their minds, but one gentleman stood out. 

Mr, Baron CHANNELL.—I cannot hear anything about that. 

The jury then retired, and after an absence of three- 

rs of an hour, sent a message in to the learned judge 

to know if the parties would consent to take the verdict of the 
eleven 


Mr. Lush, in reply to Mr. Baron Channel, said, he was : pre- 
pared to do so, but 

The Attorney for the defendants declined. 

In twenty minutes more the jury sent another message to 
state that there was not the slightest chance of their agreeing, 
to which no reply was returned, and they continued locked 
up in their chamber without food or fire, candle-light excepted, 
one of the body having obtained permission “to write home to 
his wife.” 

At half-past eight the jury returned into court, and gave a 
verdict for the plaintiff—damages, £400. 





PAYMENT OF SPECIAL JURORS. 


In the Court of Exchequer, on Tuesday, when the case of 
Wright v. Broun was called on, the special jury summoned 
answered to their names, and were about to be sworn by Mr. 
Coleman, when 

Mr. Edward James requested that the oath should not be 
administered, as the record had been withdrawn, and a stet pro- 
cessus entered. 

: The Lorp Carer Baron.—What is to be done with the 


jury: 

Mr. James replied, he did not know. 

The Lorp Curer Baron.—If I had known that any 
arrangement had been come to to deprive the jury of their fees, 
Iwould have had them sworn, and then the fees must have 
been paid. Whose jury is it? 

Mr. James.—The defendant’s. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron.—And you represent the defendant. 

Mr, James.—I very much regret I am not in a position to 
say anything about the fees. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron remarked to the jury that he much 
org that they were deprived of their fees, but he could not 

p it. 

The jury then retired from the box. 


ne 


We had great pleasure in announcing, in last week’s number, 
that Lord Stanley had appointed Mr. Joseph Arnould, of the 
Home Circuit, to the puisne judgeship of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature at Bombay, recently vacated by the promotion of 
the Hon. Sir Matthew Richard Sausse. Mr, Arnould was 
educated at Dorchester and the Charter House, whence he pro- 
ceeded to Oxford, where he gained an open scholarship at 
Wadham, won the Newdegate prize poem in 1834 (subject, 
“The Hospice of St, Bernard”), took first-class honours in 1836, 
and was shortly afterwards elected fellow of his college. He 
next studied for some years at the University of Bonn, where 
he superadded a critical acquaintance with French and German 

re, to the stores of Greek and Latin which he hed accu- 
mulated at Oxford; and, subsequently entering at the Middle 
Temple, was successively the pupil of the late Serjt. Simon 
and the present Mr. Justice Hill. Called to the bar in Michael- 
mas Term, 1841, Mr. Arnould joined the Home Circuit and 
Sessions, but is best known to the profession by his 
“Treatise on the Law of Marine Insurance,” which first ap- 
_ in 1848, and of which a new edition has very recently 
en called for. To deep and varied scholarship Mr. Arnould 
Unites a profound knowledge of the principles, and much prac- 
tical acquaintance with the details, of every branch of our 
Wrisprudence; his appointment is not more creditable to him- 
self than to the new Secretary for the affairs of India, and, 
Sugars well, we think, for Lord Stanley’s future disposition of 








his judicial patronage in the East. Mr. (now Sir Joseph) 
Arnould kissed hands and was knighted at the Privy Council 
on Thursday last. 

Our readers will not be unprepared for the announcement that 
Mr. Charles Phillips, the once celebrated criminal lawyer, and 
for the last twelve years a Commissioner of the Insolvent 
Debtors’ Court, died on Tuesday evening, at his house, in 
Gordon-square, never having been restored to consciousness 
since the moment of his attack on the previous day. The 
learned gentleman was, we believe, 74 years of He 
was called to the Irish bar in 1809, and admitted to the English 
bar in 1821. His successful career as a criminal lawyer is well 
known, and it was only brought to a close by the appointment 
in 1842 of Mr. Phillips as a District Commissioner of Bank- 
ruptey at Liverpool. That office he continued to fill until 1846, 
when, upon the occasion of Mr. David Pollock being appointed 
Chief Justice of Bombay, Mr. Phillips resigned his provincial 
post, and accepted the vacant commissionership of the Insolvent 
Debtors’ Court. The late commissioner was not unknown in 
the ranks of literature, his “ Life of Curran” being, perhaps, 
his best known work. He was also the author of various 
pamphlets, one of which, upon the question of capital punish- 
ment, was considered by the Society of Friends so cogent in its 
reasoning, and so decisive in its facts, that it has been repub- 
lished by them as an authority in favour of the views which 
they entertain upon this important subject. 

Mr. A. F. Lutwyche has been appointed Attorney-General 
of New South Wales, in the room of Mr. J. Martin, who has 
retired. Mr. Martin’s resignation was at first said to be volun~» 
tary, but it appeared afterwards that it was to a certain extent 
compulsory, on the ground that he had not, in his capacity of 
minister, efficiently supported the measures brought forward by 
his eolleagues.—Sir A. Stephen, Chief Justice, has also re- 
signed his seat in the Legislative Council. 

The appointment of Mr. W. H. Adams, M.P. for Boston, to 
the vacant Recordership of Derby, rendered it incumbent on the 
hon. gentleman to present himself before his constituents and 
solicit re-election. The hon. gentleman was re-elected on 
Thursday without opposition. He was well received, and made 
an able speech. 


< 
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Notes on Recent Cases in Chancery. 
(By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





ARBITRATION CLAUSE—ENGINEER’s CERTIFICATE—CON- 
DITION PRECEDENT. 


Scott v. The Corporation of Liverpool, 6 W. R. 136, 493; 
7 W. R. 153. 

The Lord Chancellor has affirmed the decision of Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart in this case, which illustrates the distinction 
—at first sight rather a nice one—between the effect of a clause 
in a contract providing that, in case of any disputes arising 
with respect to a breach of the contract, they shall be deter- 
mined by the arbitration of A.; and a clause that, in case of 
one of the parties doing a particular act, he shall pay such 
damages as A. shall award. In the former case, if a breach of 
contract has taken place, a right of actioz has accrued, and an 
action or suit may be commenced, notwithstanding the clause 
providing for arbitration. In the latter, no right of action can 
exist until A. has made his award, and the party has refused 
to pay the damages awarded. When that has been done, the 
courts of law and equity are open to any complaint of unfair- 
ness in the award. In the case before us, the question arose on 
a contract between the corporation and the plaintiffs, who 
were a firm of builders, for the construction of certain water- 
works, which contained the following clause:—* In case of the 
contract being so determined as aforesaid, the corporation may 
relet the undertaking of the contractor, or any part thereof, 
and when the contract shall have been so terminated, or so soon 
thereafter as the engineer may think convenient, the said 
engineer shall give and determine what amount (if any) is 
then reasonably earned by the contractor in respect to work 
actually done, and in respect to the value of any materials, 
implements, and tools provided by the contractor and taken by 
the corporation.” The corporation having terminated the agree- 
ment, the plaintiffs refused to submit to the arbitration of the 
engineers, and filed a bill against the corporation for an ac- 
count. The Lord Chancellor held that the certificate of the 
engineers was a condition precedent. to the plaintiff's obtaining 
any remedy at law; and that in equity no construction could 
be put upon the agreement distinct from its legal construction. 
He reviewed the authorities upon the subject, and summed up _ 
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their effect as follows:—“I have entered at so much length into 
the case, partly on account of its great importance, but princi- 
pally with a desire to show that there may be extracted from 
previous decisions principles that may be safely applied to de- 
termine the effect of provisions now so common in contracts for 
the execution of works, by which the contractor’s claims and 
liabilities are placed at the discretion and under the control and 
judgment of the agent of the parties for whom the work was 
to be done. If the parties to the agreement have provided 
beforehand for the settlement of any disputes.that may arise on 
the rights and liabilities growing out of the contract by the 
arbitration of persons mentioned in the agreement, or to be de- 
termined when disputes arise, such a stipulation cannot be 
urged as an answer to either party who prefers to resort to 
the courts for the determination of his rights; nor can it deprive 
the tribunals of this country of their jurisdiction whatever 
remedy may be open to the parties against whom proceedings 
are instituted for the breach of the agreement. But where the 
contract provides for the determination of the claims and lia- 
bilities of the contractors by the judgment of some particular 
person, this would be incorrectly called a provision for submis- 
sion to arbitration, as no dispute can exist in such a case, 
everything being dependent upon the decision of the individual 
“named, and until he has spoken, no right can arise which can 
be enforced at law or in equity.” 


VENDOR AND PuRCHASER—MISDESCRIPTION—GROUND- 
RENT “ AMPLY SECURED.” 


Smith v. Watts (7 W. R. 126, s.c. 32, L.T. 190. 


This appears to have been rather a hard case upon a pur- 
chaser who bought at an auction a ground-rent of £50 per 
annum, described as “amply secured,” though it turned out 
that the powers of the landlord in recovering it were very 
doubtful. The property was sold under a decree of the Court, 
and was describ@d in the particulars of sale as “ A leasehold 
ground-rent of £50 per annum, amply secured on six dwelling. 
houses (describing them), let to Mr. Burstall, on a lease dated 
the Ist of December, 1841, for the whole term, at £82 per 
annum: held under two leases, dated the 26th December, 1834, 
from the Earl of Cadogan, for a term of which twenty-six 
years will be unexpired at Christmas, 1858, at ground-rents 
amounting together to £32 perannum. Net improved ground- 
rent per annum for twenty-six years, £50.” The fact was, 
that the sub-lease granted to Mr. Burstall exceeded the 
term granted by the superior landlord by five years, 
and the effect of this error was, that the sub-lease 
operated as an assignment, and left no reversion in the 
hands of the vendors. The eighth condition of sale, 
which was drawn by Mr. Hayes, the conveyancing counsel, 
noticed the error in the sub-lease, and provided that the pur- 
chaser should not take an objection in respect of it; and that, 
as the several instruments were open to the inspection of in- 
tended purchasers for ten days previous to the sale, the pur- 
chaser should be taken to have full notice of their contents. 
It was contended by the purchaser, that there was a mis- 
description which ought to render the contract void, inas- 
much as there was really no security for the rent-charge, all 
powers of distress and re-entry being gone. Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley, however, veld that the description “ well secured” 
was sufficiently accurate when coupled with the explanation of 
the state of the title made in the eighth condition. “ What is 
the meaning,” the Vice-Chancellor observes, “of saying ‘amply 
secured,’ and then describing how it is secured? Why, that 
although the vendor considers it to be amply secured, he may 
be wrong in his legal conclusions, and the Court might decide 
that the intermediate tenant had no right of re-entry. . . It is 
no misdescription, because the mode in which it is said to be 
amply secured is pointed out, leaving the parties to judge for 
themselves.” His Honour accordingly held the purchaser to his 


gain. 

It is observable that the Vice-Chancellor considered that the 
better opinion was, that the intermediate tenant had a power of 
re-entry, notwithstanding the frame of the sub-lease; but. he 
did not decide that point. In the report in the Weekly Reporter 
the word used is “ distress,” but it is difficult to see how that 
could exist under the circumstances. Mr. Joshua Williams, in 
the Addenda to the new edition of his excellent work on the 
Law of Real Property, has some remarks on this case, He 
says, “ Notwithstanding the high authority of the Court, the 
author, were he himself a vendor, should not think of describing 
an annual payment for which the purchaser could neither 
distrain nor sue in his own name, as a ground-rent amply se- 
cured. The Court, in fact, says to the purchaser, ‘It was 





your own fault; for if you had been as good a lawyer as we 


are, you would have inferred from our other statements how 
little reliance were to be placed on our assurance that we offered 
you a ground-rent amply secured.’ ” 


> 
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Notes on Recent Cases at Common Lay, 
(By James STerueEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


I. IN BANC. 
INTERPLEADER, Law OF. 
Furber v. Sturmey, 7 W. R., Exch., 163. 


In this case (which came before the Court by way of appeal 
from the decision of the judge of a county court) the Court of 
Exchequer have laid down the law as the extent to which the 
goods of a judgment debtor are bound by a fi. fa. issued against 
him. Certain goods taken in execution originally belonged to 
A. B. (the judgment debtor), but at the time that the fi. fa, 
issued, these goods were in pawn with one C., and C, had trans- 
ferred his lien thereon to D. (the claimant in the interpleader 
issue). It was held that, inasmuch as the transfer of the lien 
was not shown to have been other than a bond fide transaction, 
that D.’s claim was paramount to that of the original owner, 
and consequently to that of the execution creditor who claimed 
under such owner; and this, without the necessity of proving 
affirmatively that the goods were properly pledged. The bur- 
then of proving the contrary, lies upon the party claiming 
under the original owner. 

It may be observed as to this case that it was decided by the 
Court of Exchequer, nearly twenty years ago, in Legg v. Evans 
(6 Mee. & W. 36), that property held by a party in right of a 
lien cannot be taken in execution, and the principle was after- 
wards affirmed by the Queen’s Bench in the case of Rogers v, 
Kennay (9 Q. B. 592). 

Lunacy, Law or. 
Fletcher v. Fletcher, 7 W. R., Q. B., 187. 


In this case an important question as to the law of lunacy 
came before the Court of Queen’s Bench. The point was 
raised by way of demurrer, the defendant having pleaded toa 
declaration charging him with assaulting and falsely imprison- 
ing the plaintiff, that he had conducted himself as a person of 
unsound mind, without alleging in terms that he was in fact 
of unsound mind. It was contended in defence of the plea, 
that if a man acts like a lunatic he cannot complain of being 
treated as one, such conduct being in its legal effect an estoppel 
in pais, precluding the party so acting, and treated as a lunatic, 
from afterwards suing him by whom he was so treated. It 
was, however, pointed out by the Court that this species of 
estoppel (the learning as to which is to be found at length in 
Pickard v. Sears, 6 A. & E. 474; and Freeman v. Coote, 2 
Exch. 654), operates only where the representation made by 
the words or conduct of the plaintiff was intended to be acted 
on by the defendant; and therefore that the doctrine did not 
apply in the case before them. 


PAYMENT BY A CHEQUE. 
Stuart vy. Cawse and Another, 7 W. R., C. P., 187. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench held in the case of Hough v. 
May (4 A. & E., s. 954), that a debt cannot be discharged by 
a cheque, unless the cheque is accepted in payment by the 
creditor; and it was in that case also intimated that an action 
for the debt might be commenced before returning a cheque 
so sent. Acting upon this decision, Wiles, J., refused at 
chambers to stay an action brought to recover 61. 8s. 6d, 
although the real sum in dispute was only 5s., the de- 
fendant having sent a draft for the balance, of which 
the paintiffs still retained possession, though they had said 
they would return it, Willes, J., however (on an application 
to the Court for a stay of proceedings on payment of the 5s., 
notwithstanding his refusal at chambers to make an order), 
said, that he had not then been made sufficiently aware of the 
special circumstances of the case, and he now agreed with the 
rest of the Court that the action must be stayed as an abuse of 
their process. It was added that the Court regretted that they 
could not, consistently with the rule which prohibits such costs 
being given in a case where the Court reverse a decision at 
chambers, also make the plaintiff pry the costs of the applica- 


tion. 
Il. AT NISI PRIUS. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, Law oF. 


Jones v. Wint, 1 Fost. & Fin. 261; Aste v. Montague, ib. 264. 
” In the first of these cases the defendant was sued for repairs 


Fes. 5, 1859, 









ee ee a eee ee) 


Be ale ame lle a 






al, 


Sees SO ers SBaEePTmaASaEEES 2 








iris 





: ¥en. 5, 1859. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





to certain houses, and it appeared that though the repairs had 
heen ordered by the defendant, he was, in fact, only interested 
in the houses in question as the attorney of the real owner. 
The plaintiff had delivered his account to the defendant, and 
about a twelvemonth after, for the first time, charged him ex- 
pressly as his debtor—having in the meantime sued and re- 
covered judgment against the owner on certain bills he had 
given for the price of the repairs. On these judgments the 
plaintiff had, however, realized nothing, in consequence of the 
owner’s insolvency, and the jury having by their verdict de- 
cided that credit had been originally given to the defendant, 
Crowder, J., said, that in that case the bills must be taken as 
having been given only as collateral security, and he conse- 
quently refused an application to stay execution for the purpose 
of moving to reduce the damages. 


Aste v. Montague also turned on the law of principal and 
agent, the defendant being sued for the price of corn supplied to 
a former coachman of his, who had been accustomed to order 
on the defendant’s credit, and whom he had allowed to go 
about in his livery, while no notice was given to the plaintiff 
that the coachman had left the service of the defendant. The 
Chief Baron, under these circumstances, held the defendant 
liable; chiefly, it would seem, on the authority of a case decided 
by Mr. Justice Littledale (Rimell v. Sampayo, 1 C. & P. 254). 
There a coachman went in his master’s livery and hired horses, 
which the master (with knowledge where they were hired) 
afterwards used; and it was held, that, to an action brought 
against the master for the hire, it was no defence that an agree- 
ment existed between the defendant and his servant that horses 
should be provided by the latter at his own expense, if such 
agreement was unknown to the plaintiff. The same point, it 
may be observed, had been long before ruled in the same way 
by Lord Kenyon, in the case of Precious v. Abel (1 Esp, 350), 
who remarked, that a tradesman had nothing whatever to do 
with any private agreement between the master and servant. 


Ill. RELATING TO MAGISTRATES. 


APPEALS, PRACTICE AS TO. 
Reg. v. Kendal, 7 W. R., Q. B., 191. 

This was an appeal against a removal order, which order was 
quashed at the July sessions, subject to the opinion of the 
Queen’s Bench upon a case by which the following facts ap- 
peared :—The appellants had given notice of appeal for certain 
Easter sessions, and on the appeal being then called on, had 
applied for and obtained an adjournment to the next Midsummer 
sessions, on the ground of the absence of a material witness. 
Before the Midsummer sessions, the appellant served the re- 
spondents with two additional grounds of appeal; and the ques- 
tion for the Queen’s Bench was, whether the appellants were 
entitled to go into these fresh grounds (as they in fact did by 
the permission of the Court of Sessions) at the hearing of the 
appeal in July. 

The point turns upon the proper construction of the 81st 
section of the Poor ae Amendment Act of 1834 (4 & 5 
Will, 4, c. 76). There it is enacted, that the “ grounds of ap- 
aad against an order of removal must be given in writing 
fourteen days, at the least, before “the first day of the sessions 
at which the appeal is intended to be tried.” But Reg. v. Derby- 
shire (6 A. & E. 612) decided that the statute does not neces. 
sarily contemplate the sessions at which the parties first in- 
tended the appeal to be tried; and that the appellants are not, 
consequently, tied down to the grounds which were duly deli- 
vered fourteen days before such session. On the authority of 
this case, the Queen’s Bench decided that now before them in 
favour of the appellants, distinguishing the later decision of 
Reg. v. Arlecdon (11 A. & E. 87), in which the Court refused 
to allow fresh grounds of appeal to be delivered after the appeal 
had, in point of fact, been heard. It was intimated that the 
proper course for the respondents would have been to apply at 
the time the adjournment of the case was asked for at the 
Easter sessions, that the order prayed for should be made only 
on the terms, that no new grounds of appeal should be deli- 
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THE Neruew or Curran.—The undoubted nephew of the 
great John Philpot Curran is at present, and has been for some 
time, an inmate of a workhouse in his native county of Cork. 
A movement is on foot with a view of collecting a sum of money 
sufficient to keep him independent of public charity for the rest 
of his life, and thus save the country from a stigma which must 
otherwise rest upon all classes of Irishmen. 


Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, Feb. 3. 


New PEERS. 
Lord CuursTon (late Sir J.Y. Buller) and Lord Kinespown 
(late Mr. Pemberton Leigh) took the oaths and their seats. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, Feb. 3. 
NEw WRITs. 

On the motion of Sir W. HaytTEeR, a new writ was ordered 
for Banbury, for the election of a member in the room of Mr. 
Tancred, who had accepted the Chiltern Hundred. 

On the motion of Colonel FreNcH, a new writ was ordered 
for Galway, for the election of 2 member in the room of Mr. 
O'Flaherty, whose election had been declared void. 

MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER. 

Viscount Bury gave notice of his intention, at an early day, 
to ask leave to bring in a Bill to amend the law with relation 
to marriage with a deceased wife’s sister. 

Succession TO Reau Estates. 

Mr. Locke Kine gave notice of his intention to ask leave to 
bring in a Bill to amend the law with relation to the succession 
to real estates in cases of intestacy. 

LUNATICS. 

Mr. TitTE gave notice that on Tuesday, the 15th inst., he 
would move for a committee to inquire into the law with regard 
to lunatics, espeially those found lunatic by commissions. 


7 -————___>—_—_-- - 
EXreland, 


Dustin, THURSDAY, 
COURT OF CHANCERY. 
In re William Leech, a Solicitor. 

This was a petition, presented by Mr. Leech, a solititor of 
the Court, and the petitioner in a cause of Leech v. Wallace, 
heard last term, a note of which appeared in S. J. vol. iii. p. 70 
(December 4, 1858). On the hearing of that petition, the Lord 
Chancellor dismissed it with costs, expressing, in strong terms, 
his disapproval of the petitioner’s conduct, and intimating that 
he ought to be struck off the rolls. The present petition was 
filed for the purpose of supplying certain information, calculated 
to alter the complexion of the case, and to clear the character 
of Mr. Leech. 

Brewster, Q.C., in opening it, said, that his client had waited 
for some time expecting that his Lordship would have called on 
him to show cause why he should not be struck off the roll. 
As this had not been done, the present petition had been pre- 
sented, in order to remove the aspersions cast on his-character. 
The affidavits filed by him appeared to prove that, throughout 
the transactions out of which the suit had arisen, Mr. Leech 
had suppressed no facts actually within his knowledge, and had 
acted bona fide and properly. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, that the case out of which the 
present petition arose came before him under peculiar circum- 
stances, such as at the time warranted him in making the 
observations he had made. He (the Chancellor) was now able 
to say, after a minute examination of the facts now disclosed, 
that Mr. Leech’s conduct was fully explained, and that the 
observations complained of might be retracted. Mr. Leech was 
a solicitor, and the surviving trustee of an old settlement, who 
had instituted proceedings against a former trustee without 
sufficient reasons—as it then seemed, but several important 
facts now presented to him did not appear 6n the former 
occasion. ‘There was no class of men in whose honour and 
uprightness the public were more interested than in solicitors. 
The most important affairs of life were managed by them, and 
generally speaking, he must say, that he had no reason to 
speak otherwise of them than to their credit. He regarded 
their proceedings with a feeling of anxiety that the public 
should be able to place confidence in them; and he did not 
hesitate to animadvert, where animadversion was required. In 
the present case the explanations offered induced him to with- 
draw his censure. He regretted that the matter had occurred, 
but after what had taken place on the former occasion, Mr. 
Leech had no other course open to him than this; and at least 
it afforded him (the Chanicellor) the opportunity of retracting 
his observations, and publicly declaring that the explanations 





now offered were perfectly satisfactory. 
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COURT OF PROBATE. 


In the case of M‘Manus v. M‘Cann, Dr. Townsend, on behalf 
of the plaintiff, applied to have the case tried by the judge, 
without the intervention of a jury. The declaration alleged 
intestacy, and the:defendant’s plea alleged a will. The replica- 
tion stated that the alleged will was made when the deceased 
was not competent. 

Dr. Darley, for the defendant, consented to the application 
being granted, but 

Judge KEATINGE said that the question was one suitable for 
a jury, and he would not try it himself without a jury. If the 
parties wished, he would hear arguments on the point whether, 
both plaintiff and defendant desiring it, he was bound to try it 
without a jury. 

Counsel on both sides having expressed their opinion that the 
matter was one entirely within the discretion of the judge, 

His Lorpsutr directed that it should be tried before a com- 
mon jury of the county of Dublin. : 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

In a case of Loughnan v. Guardians of Kilkenny Union, an 
application was made on Friday on the part of the defendant 
to compel payment by the plaintiff of certain costs, which 
application was granted with costs, there being no appearance 
on the other side. 


On Saturday, Mr. Lynch, Q.C., asked the Court to reinstate 
the case in the list; a brief had (he said) been sent to him to 
oppose the motion, and when it was called on, his attorney 
came for him into another court, but in consequence of its 
crowded state he was unable to make his way out until the 
order had been made in the present case. 


The Curer Jupce (after consulting the other judges) said, 
that under the circumstances, the motion should be reinstated. 
The practice was as follows:—where there was no appearance 
to oppose a motion, the Court usually granted it with costs; 
but had power to reinstate it if it appeared that a fatality had 
occurred. If the attorney’s absence were the cause, an affi- 
davit-was usually required from him; but if the absence of 
counsel in any court immediately within the precincts of the 
Four Courts, were the cause, the oral statement of counsel would 
suffice to procure the reinstatement of the case. Order accord- 
ingly. 

RETIREMENT OF JUDGE CRAMPTON. 

On Friday last it became generally known that Judge 
Crampton would not sit again, and that the Attorney-General 
(Whiteside) would, on the part of the bar, bid him farewell, 
and also that an address would be presented on behalf of the 
Incorporated Law Society. Accordingly, there was a large 
attendance of professional men in the Queen’s Bench. The 
Attorney-General addressed the retiring judge in appropriate 
and complimentary terms. After referring to his eminent ser- 
vices and lengthened judicial career, the speaker thus continued 
—“ My Lord, for the long period of time that you have sat as a 
judge in this court, I believe I may say that you have assisted 
in a remarkable manner in upholding the dignity of the bench, 
in the preparation of judgments of unquestioned excellence, and 
in the securing the prompt, the vigorous, and the impartial 
administration of justice. Perhaps now, my Lord, at the con- 
clusion of your judicial career, your mind may recall the 
memory of the admirable colleagues who, in this court, have 
laboured with your Lordship in the public service. They, my 
Lord, to whom I have alluded, have passed away; but their 
recorded judgments, and the high estimation in which this Court 
has been ever held by the public, testify alike to their learning 
and their worth. My Lord, there is something singularly in- 
teresting in the contemplation of the judicial system of this 
ancient kingdom. From generation to generation the principles 
of our law have been, and are, transmitted in purity by the high 

riests who have successively sat and presided in our courts of 
justice. My Lord, there is no character superior to that of the 
just judge; for in nothing do morals approach so nearly to the 
exercise of the attributes of the Supreme Judge—though at an 
immeasurable distance still—than in the exercise of judicial 
authority upon earth. That your Lordship has earned the 
character of the just judge, I believe the public and the pro- 
fession will agree; and, my Lord, it is gatifying to me to be 
able to speak that with perfect truth, in the court where 
Downes, and Bushe, and Burton sat. . . On the part of 
the bar, I beg to assure your Lordship that you will carry with 
you into your retirement their respect, esteem, and regard; and 
if I may presume to add to their wishes the expression of my 
sincere individual feeling in bidding you respectfully farewell, 
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I venture to hope, in common with my legal brethren, that you 
may have a prolonged life, acoompanied with health and happj. 
ness.” 

Judge Crampron then replied as follows:— 


“TI cannot express the pride and pleasure with which | 
receive your flattering and affectionate testimony. If the 
a of inferiors be (as it generally is) acceptable to the 

uman heart, with what feelings should I, in the humility 
of my pretensions, accept and hail this public apprabe. 
tion of my judicial career, expressed through the eloquent 
lips of its accomplished leader, by the bar of Ireland—q 
body I venture to say as distinguished for its intellctual 
superiority as it is for its noble independence of spirit—that 
spirit which, through good report and evil report, enables the 
Irish advocate faithfully and fearlessly to discharge his honour. 
able office, unmoved by popular clamour, and unswayed by the 
frowns and smiles of power. Long may this spirit of indepen- 
dence characterise the Irish bar. I own, gentlemen, it is with 
deep, very deep regret, that I sever myself from ancient ties and 
attachments—that I quit the scenes, the pursuits, and the asso- 
ciations which have for so many years occupied a large portion 
of my mind and my affections. But there is a time for all 
things. My advanced age invites retirement. It is becomi 
that, after holding my high office for five and twenty ates, 
should now retire and make room for younger and abler men, 
And a still higher call tells me that there should be an interval 
of serious rest between my departure from the bustle and ex- 
citement of forensic occupation and that final departure which 
opens to a rest that never ends. I cannot, however, leave this 
place without a cordial acknowledgment of the kind, courteous, 
and valuable assistance, which I have always received from my 
Lord Chief Justice and my venerable brethren of the bench. 
To you, gentlemen of the bar, I owe a large debt of thankful- 
ness for your uniformly kind and courteous demeanour towards 
myself, for your forbearing and affectionate appreciation of my 
judicial labours, and for your most valuable co-operation with 
me in my poor endeavours to promote and strengthen the ad- 
ministration of justice. Gentlemen, I have now done—the 
moment has come when I must pronounce (as I do from the 
bottom of my heart) the sad, the solemn, but expressive word 
—farewell.” The learned judge uttered the concluding words 
of his address amid the loud applause of the auditors. 


Mr. Witi1aM Gopparp, President of the Society of Attor- 
neys and Solicitors of Ireland, then rosefrom the seat he had o¢- 
cupied on the registrar's bench, and said:—* Mr. Justice Cramp- 
ton, I have been requested by my professional brethren to 
present you with an address on your retirement from the bench, 
expressive of their high respect and esteem for you. With your 
permission I will read the address.” Mr. Goddard then read 
the address as follows :— 


To the Right Honourable Philip Cecil Crampton, Second [Justice of her 
Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench in Ireland. 

My Lord,—On your retirement from that high office, the duties of 
which you discharged for so many years in a manner that commanded the 
respect and admiration of every portion of the community, the attorneys 
and solicivors of Ireland claim the privilege of expressing the deep sense 
they entertain of the marked and uniform courtesy and attention they 
experienced from you in the long course of your judicial career, and of the 
sincere regret they feel at losing a judge whose high legal attainments, im- 
partiality, and firm but urbane deportment, shed lustre on the Irish bench, 
and will ever be kept in grateful recollection, As practitioners of the 
court, they jhave had ample opportunity of witnessing the ability and 
learning displayed by you in the high position you have so ably and % 
honourably filled, the natural result to be expected from an early and 
distinguished career as a Fellow and Professor of our venerated University ; 
and in now taking leave they venture to express their heartfelt desire that 
your retirement into private life may tend to restore your health, and pre- 
serve to you the enjoyment of many years of happiness in the domestic 
circle, WILLIAM GopparRD, 

President of the Council of the Incorporated Society 
of the Attorneys and Solicitors of Ireland.’ 

28th January, 1859. 


Mr. Justice CRAMPTON replied :— 
“Mr. Goddard and Gentlemen, it is with the greatest satis- 


faction that I receive your kind and flattering address, I can- 
not but be proud of the approbation of a body so independent 


and so eminently qualified to judge of professional and judicial - 


conduct. Be assured, gentlemen, that I fully appreciate the 
high compliment which you pay me. I owe a large debt of 
gratitude to the attorneys and,golicitors of Ireland, You, 
gentlemen, in the early period of my professional career, 
brought me out from obscurity; you gave me your confidence; 

ou entrusted me with your interests and your causes; and your 
kind patronage placed me in that’ foremost rank of my Ee 
fession which drew down upon me favour and promotion from 
the Crown. After four years’ service in the office of Solicitor- 
General, and nearly twenty-five years of judicial labour, I now 
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yetite happy in carrying with me not only the approbation of 

brethren of the law, but that of the honourable profession 

to which you belong—a profession whose , zealous and faithful 

of their most important duties is equally necessary 

for the protection and prosecution of private rights, as for the 

due administration of public justice. Gentlemen, heartily 

wishing to each of you individually, and to your honourable 

body, all happiness and prosperity, I cordially thank you for 
the honour you have now conferred upon me.” 

LEGAL EDUCATION. 

At the monthly meeting of the Statistical Society, on Friday 
Jast, Mr. Lawson, Q.C., made a communication on this subject, 
of which the substance was as follows:— 

“A committee had been appointed in 1846, which made 
yery elaborate report upon it. Again, in 1855, there had been 
another report by a committee, though of a limited character; 
but in the latter he found there was no mention of this part of 
the United Kingdom. It recommended, however, that a law 
university should be established in London, through which all 
persons going to the legal profession should pass. Both com- 
mittees had agreed in their general recommendation, namely, 
that there should be a previous education and a compulsory 
examination, in order to be called to the practice of the profes- 
sion. It was a fact, that hitherto a person might be called to 
the profession of attorney or barrister without undergoing any 
examination. It was extraordinary, however, the vitality that 
there was in abuses; for in many cases they continued to exist 
long after they became known as abuses, and were condemned 
by the public as such. It was absolutely necessary that those 
who became members of the legal profession should be com- 
petent men. It followed as a consequencs, that if persons 
were allowed to become barristers without the proper quali- 
fications, there must be incompetent men amongst them. In 


ying legal education, the object should not be so much to 
ueate men highly as to exclude persons who were disqualified. 
Tn the form of 3 rime which a person seeking to be admitted 


alaw student addressed to the benchers, the first thing that 
struck them was, that no collegiate education was required. 
The Society of King’s Inns had made a move towards requiring 
4 proper amount of professional. education, for they appointed 
gens. gn of law for thé purpose of giving lectures, 
which were open to all students and the public; but there was 
no compulsory examination. So much for the legal education 
of a barrister. As regarded the attorneys, there was a sem- 
blance of education required. By the 13 & 14 Geo. 3, a cer- 
tificate was required from three examiners, setting forth that 
they had inquired into the moral qualifications of the person 
applying to be admitted an attorney, and that they thought 
him a proper person to be admitted. That had degenerated 
into mere form, for the duty of these moral examiners consisted 
principally in seeing that the papers of the gentleman who was 
admitted were in right order. he had served his proper ap- 
ticeship, and paid the necessary fees, he was deemed qualified. 
education in Ireland was placed under the control of the 
Benchers of King’s Inns, which was an ancient and respectable 
body, consisting of all the judges, and the most eminent men of the 
profession. They had considerable funds, which, if judiciously 
applied, would be sufficient to insure a competent stat! of exami- 
ners, who would take care that no man would be admitted.to the 
profession who had not a fair amount of general and profes- 
sional education. He thought if an attorney’s apprentice pos- 
tessed a fair English education it would be sufficient to qualify 
him, without requiring from him to read a certain number of 
in books. The only thing which the benchers did for 
legal education in this country—the object they were consti- 
or—was the foundation of the two professorships, which 
amounted to £400 or £500 a-year. If the recommendation of 
the inns of court were carried out by legislation, they should 
take care to be partakers in the benefits conferred by it, 
that he would desire was, that they should have a law college 
here in connexion with the proposed university in London; 
our students should be required to present themselves for 
examination; and that they should be afforded the opportunity 
of contending with their English competitors, The union 
n the profession in both countries would then be more 
Complete, and they would have some security that persons 
y incompetent, either from a want of general or profes- 

pe education, would not be admitted to the profession of the 





Scotland. 


EDINBURGH. 
Court or Sesston.—First Drvisi0n. 
Christie v. Thomson, 

Thomson, a tide surveyor in Leith, went one day into the 
shop of Christie, who is a tobacconist in Edinburgh, and seized 
@ quantity of tobacco manufactured by Christie, suspecting or 
believing it to be of foreign manufacture and smuggled. It 
was returned in a few days, but for injury to his business 
Christie raised an action of damages. Notice of the cause of 
action was served on the defendant a month before the action was 
commenced, in accordance with the Customs Consolidation Act. 
It was made a matter of consideration by all the judges whether 
the elements of malice, and want of probable cause, or either 
of them, should be inserted in the issue, and it was decided 
that neither of them required to be inserted, and that the statute 
left the question of “probable cause” to the determination of 
the judge. The jury at the trial found for the pursuer, damages 
£200; but in the leading of the evidence counsel for the pur- 
suer omitted to prove notice of action in terms of the Customs 
Act, s. 314; and the counsel for the defender, after the pursuer’s 
counsel had addressed the jury on the whole evidence, moved 
the Court to enter up the verdict for the defender, im respect 
that notice had not been proved “upon the trial” in terms 
of the statute. The Lord President refused to give that direc- 
tion to the jury, and admitted the evidence at that irregular 
stage of the trial, The other judges, in dismissing a bill of 
exceptions, held that he had exercised a sound discretion “in 
overruling a technical objection to defeat the ends of justice, 
and deprive the pursuer of the verdict he had obtained, or of 
any verdict.” 

Miller v. Milne’s Trustees. 

The wife of the Provost of Aberdeen was.on friendly terms 
with a Captain Gordon, and wrote to him a letter, in which she 
bound her heirs to pay him £200, if she did not survive her 
husband, and £400 if she did survive him. Captain Gordon 
predeceased her, and his daughter sues for £400, Mrs. Milne 
having survived her husband. It was questioned whether the 
letter constituted a legacy or a personal obligation, transmis- 
sible against-representatives. If a legacy, all the judges were 
clearly of opinion that it fell by the predecease of the legatee; 
if an obligation (as they all held it to be), it was a matter of 
conflicting opinion whether a married woman, during her hus- 
band's life, could constitute such an obligation_against her, per- 
sonal estate prestable on her death. 

The Lord President, Lord Curriehill, and Lord Ardmillan, 
held, on the authority of Erskine, and “all the writers on law 
for the last century,” that she had the power; Lord Deas, that 
she had it with her husband’s consent, which was not asked or 
given; and six of the other judges held that the obligation was 
ineffectual on that and more special grounds, Lord: Ivory hold- 
ing strongly that it would have been null even with the con- 
sent of her husband, all personal obligations come under by a 
married woman stante matrimonio being null. 

Outer Howse. 
(Before Lord ARDMILLAN.) 
Minority of the Magistrates of Edinburgh v. Majority. 

The North British Railway Company having required for 
their purposes the ground on which there stood one of the 
Edinburgh churches, called Trinity College Church, a pure 
Gothic structure, of great antiquity, it was removed in 1848, 
and the railway company became bound by statute either to 
build a new church of the style and model of the-old church, or 
to furnish the Town Council with funds for the purpose. They 
preferred to furnish the funds, and on a valuation of the cost of 
erecting a new church of the kind specified, the Council received 
from the railway company the sum of 17,6711. 9s. 6d. to expend 
in that way. After they received the money, the majority of 
them being fanatical Dissenters, bitterly averse to the Established 


| Church, they resolved to build a very plain church in the parish 


with a small portion of the money, and apply the rest to other 
purposes. The minority, thinking this scheme a breach of 
public faith, have raised this action of declarator to ascertain 
what law directs should be done with the money; and the 
Lord Ordinary has decided that it must all, principal and inte- 
rest, be applied to building a church such as that for which the 
railway company paid it. The pensioners of Trinity Hospital 
also claimed the money, on the footing that the church was the 
property of the hospital, though it had been a parish church 
from the Reformation downwards. The Lord Ordinary has 
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repelled their claim, on the authority of the statute and of 
usage. In his Note he says of the members of the Town 
Council:—* They hold the sum which they received from the 
North British Railway Company, in trust, for the purposes con- 
templated and provided for by the Act of Parliament, 9 & 10 
Vict. c. 74, 8.8. By that section it is enacted, ‘that it shall 
not be lawful for the said North British Railway Company to 
make any alteration on, or to use for the purposes of the said 
railway, the additional land in the parishes of Trinity College, 
St. Andrew, and Canongate, which by this Act they are autho- 
rised to purchase for a terminus in Edinburgh, until they shall 
have agreed with the Lord Provost, magistrates, and Town 
Council of the said city, on a plan for the removal and rebuild- 
ing, at the expense of the company, on another site, either 
within the said parish of Trinity College, or as near thereto 
as conveniently may be, of a new church, with equal 
convenience of access and accommodation to that already ex- 
isting in the said parish ; and that in such agreements 
provision shall be made for the adoption of the same style and 
model with the existing church: provided always, that any 
difference of opinion between the parties regarding the plan or 
site of the said new church shall be subject to the arbitration of 
the Sheriff of Edinburgh: declaring that it shall be competent 
to the railway company to offer, and the said magistrates and 
Town Council are hereby authorised to accept of, a sum of 
money as compensation for the said church, and in lieu of the 
foregoing obligation; and also, that this provision shall not 
affect the powers of the said company to purchase and acquire 
the said additional land.” 

The railway company could not have escaped from fulfilment 
of this statutory obligation. In lieu of the railway company’s 
obligation to build a new church—not any new church, but a 
new church with equal convenience of access and accommoda- 
tion, and of the same style and model as the old chnrch—they, 
as permitted by the statute, agreed with the defenders for pay- 
ment by the company to the defenders of a sum of money. 
That sum of money was agreed to be paid and received as com- 
pensation for the church which the company were bound to 
rebuild, and in lieu of the obligation which the company were 
bound to fulfil. What the railway company had been bound 
to do, the defenders became bound to do. ‘The obligation was 
transferred by the agreement; but it was not, in whole or in 
part, discharged; its nature and its extent was left unimpaired. 


GENUINE v. ACCOMMODATION BILLS. 

On Monday last the Scottish Trade Protection Society had 
an interview with the Lord Advocate at Edinburgh, for the 
purpose of calling his Lordship’s attention to various subjects 
affecting mercantile interests, and among others a proposed 
legislative measure for the purpose of distinguishing genuine 
business bills, representing value received, from accommodation 
bills, drawn for the sole purpose of raising money. In reply to 
the deputation, his Lordship said that at one period the Scotch 
Courts doubted the legality of accommodation bills altogether; 
but that question had long been settled; and so numerous and 
extensive were the transactions carried on in this country by 
means of these bills, in whole or in part, that he could scarcely 
say, looking forward without experience, what effect the altera- 
tions proposed would have on the general trade of the country. 
He would, however, give the subject his best consideration, and 
he had no hesitation in saying that the recent commercial dis- 
asters must call the attention of the Government and of the 
country to the subject, and lead them to inquire whether any 
legislative measure could be got which would have the effect 
of placing the commerce of the country on a safer and more 
satisfactory footing. 

THE BURNS’ CENTENARY. 

The Burns centenary, the chief event of last week in Scot- 
land, as it stood in need of oratory, relied chiefly upon the legal 
profession, for the clergy, with few exceptions, stood aloof. 
Lawyers have not much to thank Burns for, as he always 
assailed them, but they rather relish witty opposition, and are 
the least revengeful of men. Besides, in Scotland, they are by 
far the most accomplished class. The chief Edinburgh banquet 
was presided over by one of the judges of the Court of Session, 
Lord Ardmillan, an Ayrshire proprietor, who seemed to have 
the half of Burns by heart, and he was supported by the Lord 
Justice Clerk Inglis, who does not incline to poetry; by Lord 
Neaves, who has himself written some very clever political 
songs; and by Lord Ivory, whose first literary performance 
when a lad, was a criticism of a forgotten poem of Robert 
Mudie’s, author of “Babylon the Great,” &c., a man of splendid 





talents, now nearly forgotten, whose fate and history in life 


were too like those of Burns. Lord Ardmillan made capital 
speeches, for such an occasion, full of eloquence and enthusizsm, 
not at all lawyer-like. He is about the last of the Scotch 
forensic orators who can stir the emotions, and who do not 
appeal to reason alone. One other orator, of a differe nt sort, a 
very pretty speaker, extremely popular in the House of Com. 
mons, the late Lord Advocate Moncrieff, present Dean of 
Faculty, was unable to attend from illness, and his abseneg 
was a loss, for though in mind, as in body, something far short 
of gigantic, there is a classic elegance about both, and he has 
the inost pleasing and graceful utterance in Scotland, and is 
quite as much of a littérateur as a lawyer. Lord Neaves had 
for a toast the “ Biographers of Burns,” .and would have made 
the best speech of all (he is probably the most accomplished of 
our lawyers, and has a delicate, grave wit), but he was too fing 
for his audience, especially taking into consideration the period 
of the evening, and the effects of toddy and sherry, and they 
did not attend; in fact, some of the more boorish seemed 
disposed to “ruff” him down; so that his speech was in 
a measure lost, but for the newspapers. Sheriff Gordon, 
of Mid-Lothian, pronounced an indiscriminate eulogy on Lord 
Brougham, who had once almost promised to preside at 
the meeting, but who could not come, though he is coming 
soon, this wonderful son of a Scotch minister’s daughter, 
to receive an ovation in his native town, such as no living man 
would receive in Edinburgh. The old veteran sent a long letter, 
written by his own hand, to Lord Ardmillan, which was printed 
and circulated at the meeting, the object of which is to assert, 
that the Scotch language is an independent language, and not a 
provincial form of English, and to recommend the study of it, 
and the use of its expressive phrases and words, as a means of 
enriching the English language, which recommendation he and 
other Scotchmen have not failed to put in practice—sometimes 
consciously, often unconsciously. The great meeting in Glasgow 
was presided over by Sir Archibald Alison, the sheriff of the 
county of Lanark, and historian of Europe, who emitted one of 
his loose, tawdry, inaccurate speeches, which it would re- 
quire a conscientious critic a week to correct, and an indifferent 
person a large bribe to peruse oftener than once. Another 
speaker there was, one of his substitutes, Henry Glasford Bell, 
of the Scotch bar, the laureate of Mary Queen of Scots, in 
reality a man of genius, with whom Alison is not once to be 
compared. Sheriff Logan was also presiding in the chief town 
of his county of Forfar, namely, in Dundee, and was clever, but 
too long, somewhat too much of the lecture. He has the heart 
and faculty to do justice to Burns, for he is a genuine humorist, 
the greatest joker now at the bar, and is said to have in his 
youth perpetrated a comedy or tragedy, or a mixture of the 
two, himself. Professor Aytoun, who is an advocate and 4 
sheriff, but better known as a writer in Blackwood and poet 
than a pleader, was at the Ayr gathering, where he would be 
unlike himself, if he did not please by his bonhommie, and stir 
up multitudinous laughter by his fun. 


The sheriff substituteship in Glasgow, vacant by the death 
of Mr. Steele, has been filled by the translation of Sheriff Sub- 
stitute Strathern from Audrie, and in his place there is ap- 
pointed a Mr. Logie, W.S., not much known professionally. 
He was one of those almost ruined by the Western Bank. 


Mr. John Inglis, the Lord Justice Clerk of Scotland, by 
command of the Queen, was, on Thursday last, sworn of her 
Majesty's most Hon. Privy Council, and took his place at the 
board. 
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The Provinces, 


BrrMincHam.—Court of Bankruptcy—In re John Tonks, 
&c.—This was an adjourned certificate meeting before Mr. 
Commissioner Sanders, attended by Mr. J. Smith for the 
bankrupt, and Mr. Martineau for the assignees. Mr. Martineat 
stated that this was a case which had come before tho 
late Mr. Commissioner Balguy three months ago. He, 
on that occasion, -on behalf of the assignees, opposed the 
granting of the certificate on the ground principally of reckless 
trading, and the meeting was adfourned, with protection, until 
that day, but Mr. Balguy’s death happening in the meanwhile, 
no further steps were taken. The assignees, although they still 
entertained the same views they hell before, considering 
period during which the certificate had been in abeyance, 
thought they should be justified in not further pressing theit 
opposition, and they were accordingly willing that a certificate 
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be granted. Mr, J. Smith, for the bankrupt, said, he 
on the business of a printer, but entered largely into 
trical and other speculations. The late Commissioner had 
ined a strong opinion that this was not legitimate trad- 
which his order in some degree proved, but the learned 
issioners in London had taken a different view, and cited 
oases to that effect. His Honour said, the case was one that 
presented features on which, had the assignees thought proper 
, they might have enlarged upon, and perhaps with effect. 
» ba pt was in business as a wine merchant as well as a 
stationer, and these trades appeared to have been carried on 
snecessfully; and the chief ground of objection appeared to 
haye been that he engaged in theatrical speculations. He had 
g capital to some extent when he embarked in those matters, 
gnd if they had been successful throughout, he might have been 
aconsiderable gainer. It had turned out otherwise, however, 
and much money had been lost. As regarded the creditors, 
they knew the fluctuating nature of those speculations, and 
therefore took upon themselves a partial risk in not interfering. 
No fraud appeared to be alleged with respect to these transac- 
tions, and he presumed, therefore, that none had taken place. 
The bankrupt appeared to be a man of an enthusiastic turn of 
mind, having formed a project of turning quicksilver into silver. 
There was another matter, some connection with copper mines, 
but these it appeared were now being worked by persons of 
capital, and were paying. It was said that the bankrupt ought 
to have stopped when his theatrical and other speculations be- 
came a failure; but it appeared that sometimes they were pro- 
fitable, and at others there was a loss. It was not on these 
grounds that he had any doubt about granting the certificate, 
particularly as the bankrupt had been punished by a three 
months’ suspension. Although it was not pronounced to be a 
suspension when the adjournment took place, he thought Mr. 
ony intended it as such, by extending the protection to that 
very day. There were one or two blots on the conduct of the 
bankrupt, namely, that of having £1000 liabilities, and having 
kept no cash-book. Under all the circumstances, he should 
award a certificate, but he could not give a higher than one of 
the third class. 

Magistrates’ Clerks’ Fees-—New Magistrates.—At a meet- 
ing of the Town Council, the General Purposes Committee 
reported that, in accordance with the instructions of the Council, 
they had revised the scale of fees to be taken by the justices’ 
glerks, upon the principles laid down in the Council Minutes, 
No. 2504 and 2506, and submitted it to the Council to receive 
the signature of the mayor, and betransmitted to the Secretary 
of State for confirmation. The committee further recommended 
the Council to fix the scale of fees to be taken by the justices’ 
clerks under the Criminal Justice and Juvenile Offenders Acts, 
in accordance with the same table. his would reduce the 
Ttemuneration of the magistrate’s clerk to about £800. The 
committee recommended the Council to nominate to the Lord 
Chancellor, for appointment by the Crown, eight gentlemen to 
be added to the commission of the peace, to make up for the 
irregular attendance of some of the present magistrates. The 

position does not appear to be very popular. The Birming- 

Daily Post says:—* In addition to the last-created batch, 
nearly ail of whom are actively engaged in magisterial duties, 
we have supplemented the body ty a stipendiary officer, who 
teduces the necessity for the existing number by nearly one- 
half. In the face of this fact it is not easy even to invent an 
¢xeuse for making the office cheap by the creation of auxiliaries 
who are not wanted.” 


Braprorp.—Mr. Rawson, clerk to the Bradford Borough 
Magistrates, has received a reply from the Secretary of State to 
& communication representing the complaints which were lately 
made to the mayor and magistrates of the borough by Mr. 
Rimmington, chemist, and Mr, H. C. Taylor, surgeon, the twé 
professional witnesses in the Bradford poisoning case, and also 
by Mr Joshua Wilson, silversmith, who incurred considerable 
expense in bringing a swindler and forger to justice, respecting 
the inadequacy of the allowonces made to them for attending 
before the justices atid at the assizes. ‘The reply is to the 
effect that, in the cases mentioned, certain charges referred to 
in the communication forwarded to the Secretary of State had 
been properly disallowed by the taxing officer, in conformity 
With the regulations issued by the Secretary of State in February 
last, and that these particular cases could not be made ex- 
eptions to the general rule. 

Brisrot.— On the establishment of the Bristol County 
Court, the Court of Conscience and the Court of Requests, which 
Previonsly existed, were merged in the new tribunal for the 
Feoovery of small debts, In the former courts, persons not 
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possessing any legal education, and known as “ agents,” were 
permitted to practise; and Mr. Palmer, the first appointed 
judge of the Bristol County Court, allowed these persons to 
continue to appear as advocates. Sir Eardley Wilmot, who 
succeeded Mr. Palmer, finding that the allowance of agents 
to appear as advocates caused great dissatisfaction, both 
to the profession and the public, requested the advice of 
Lord Chancellor Cranworth in the matter, but his Lordship 
declined to interfere. Thereupon Sir Eardley Wilmot issued 
an order restricting the appearance of agents to actions for 
debt under £10. ‘This limitation, however, was not found to 
work so desirably as had been expected, and the profession to a 
great degree declined to come in competition with the agents. In 
consequence of this state of things, the learned judge (Sir Eardley 
Wilmot), a short time since, requested the opinion of the at- 
torneys of Bristol upon the subject. A special meeting of the 
Bristol Law Association was accordingly held on Saturday last, 
at which the following resolution was adopted:—* That his 
Honour, the judge of the Bristol County Court, having desired 
an expression of opinion on the part of the profession, whe- 
ther the limitation of the employment of non-professional 
agents in the conduct of cases in court shall be confined 
to proceedings for the recovery of debts not exceeding 
40s., or to those under £5, this meeting, saving all con. 
sideration of principle involved in the employment of non- 
professional agents in legal matters, is of opinion that inasmuch 
as the present recognised agents have been allowed to practise 
in the Court for a considerable period, it is not expedient any 
objection should be made to the practice of such present 
recognised agents in cases of debt only under £5.” - This reso- 
lution was presented to his Honour by Mr. L. O. Bigg, at the 
sitting of the County Court, held yesterday. A long discussion 
ensued, in the course of which it appeared that the Bristol Law 
Association at present consisted only of about forty members, 
most of whom were not practitioners in the County Court, and 
that the resolution put in by Mr. Bigg was adopted at a meet- 
ing of only twelve members, including the chairman, and that upon 
a division the resolution was carried by a majority of seven tofour. 
It was contended on the part of the minority, and those members 
of the profession who do not belong to the Bristol Law Associa- 
tion, that agents had no right whatever to practise in the 
County Court, and that their admission had been detrimental to 
the interests of the public and the legal profession. Ultimately, 
his Honour decided on restricting agents for the future to cases 
under 40s.,in which during the course of the past year it 
appeared that there had been upwards of 10,000 plaints heard. 
During the same time there were 1547 cases between £2 and 
£5, in 770 of which agents appeared. 


CHELTENHAM.—Mr. Ansley Robinson, co-respondent in the 
suit of Evans v. Robinson, it is generally believed, has (says the 
Cheltenham Looker-on), “ taken his departure for the Continent, 
so that Mr. Evans will probably derive no pecuniary advantage 
from the order he has obtained to compel him to pay his costs.” 
Tho same paper says. “ that the Lord Chancellor Chelmsford has 
called upon Mr. Robinson immediately to resign his appoint- 
ment as a county magistrate, and so save himself from the 
indignity and disgrace of ejection.” 

DaruineTon.—A gentleman residing here, who had married 
his deceased wife’s sister, has recently been openly expelled 
from the communion in the face of the whole congregation by 
the officiating minister of his parish, with the sanction, we sin- 
cerely regret to say, uf the bishop of the diocese—Durkam 
Chronicle, 

Hauirax.—An action of a very peculiar nature was 
recently tried before J. Stansfeld, Esq. and a jury. 
Mr. J. B. Holroyde appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. 
Blanshard, Barrister -at-law, for the defendant. The action 
was brought to recover the sum of £50 under the fol- 
lowing circumstances:—Mr. Michael N. Carralli, the plain- 
tiff, a Greek merchant, at Manchester and Glasgow, had 1900ms 
and looms at Queenshead, near Halifax, where he manufactured 
an article for the 'lurkish market named Zebra scarves. He 
employed as his manager a man named John Greenwood, and 
as bookkeeper a man named Hannam. — In July last two bales 
of these goods were packed, and Hannam directed them to Mr. 
Carralli at Manchester, and they were handed to Greenwood to 
send off. However, the goods never reached Manchester, and 
after some weeks of investigation, it was found that the goods 
had been handed over to Mr.’ Alexander Nicholl, the defendant, 
manufacturer, of Sowerby-bridge, in consideration of a debt, 
arising from two dishonoured bills, owing by Greenwood to 
Nicholl. A search warrant was obtained, and the goods found 
on Nicholl’s premises, and taken by the police. Greenwood 



















































250 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, 








Fes. 5, 1839, 











was then charged before the Halifax magistrates (under the 
Fraudulent Trustees Act) with embezzling the goods, and com- 
mitted for trial at the sessions. Subsequently (within two or three 
months) Greenwood was charged with forgery, and committed for 
trial at York, found guilty, and sentenced to four years’ penal 
servitude. He, therefore, was not tried for the embezzlement; 
and the goods remained in the possession of Mr. Radley, super- 
intendent of police. This action was brought against Mr. 
Nicholl for the value of the goods. The defence was, that Mr. 
Nicholl had come honestly into possession of the goods, under 
the impression that they were Greenwood’s; that he had not 
wrongfully converted them to his own use; and he had acted 
fairly in giving them up when the officer went. A great many 
cases as to the law of the question were cited. His Honour 
asked if Mr. Blanshard had any evidence beyond what 
had come out in examination, to show that Greenwood 
had any authority to dispose of Mr. Carralli’s goods?—Mr. 
Blanshard admitted he had not, in the absence of Green- 
wood.—His Honour said, he asked with a view to save time, 
and he should be obliged to lay the fact before the jury that 
Greenwood really had no authority—Mr. Blanshard said, he 
had no further evidence on that point; but he dwelt more par- 
ticularly on the fact, that no intimation had been given to the 
public that Carralli had come into possession.—The defendant 
was, however, called, but his evidence did not alter the facts, 
and Mr. Blanshard relinquished the defence. A nominal ver- 
dict was given for £35, in order to carry costs, and it was 
ordered that defendant must give up the goods. 


Another case, involving the liability of carriers, arising out of 
the same transaction, was tried. John Yates, common carrier, 
Queenshead, near Halifax, was summoned for 29/. 10s., Mr. 
Carralli, Greek merchant, of Manchester, being plaintiff. On 
the 10th August a bale of manufactured goods was delivered to 
defendant to take to the railway station, at Halifax. On the 
way he was stopped by a man named Greenwood, in the em- 
ploy of the plaintiff, who asked him for the bale, obtained 
possession of it, and it had not been seen since. This Green- 
wood lias since been committed for trial at the sessions for 
fraud on Mr. Carralli; but before the trial came on he was 
charged with forgery, tried at York assizes, and sentenced to 
two four years’ penal servitude. The defence set up was, that 
Yates was justified in giving up the bale to Greenwood (as 
Carralli’s agent) under the circumstances, and seeing that Yates 
had been in the regular habit of receiving orders as to the dis- 
posal of goods manufactured at Carralli’s place. His Honour 
expressed an opinion against the defendant, but Mr. Carralli, as 
it seemed a very hard case against defendant, agreed to lose 
half the amount. 


LiverPoot.—On Monday last, the case of Mather v. 
The Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Company, came on 
for hearing before J. K. Blair, Esq., Judge of the County 
Court. Mr. Squarey appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. R. G. 
Williams represented the defendants. This was an action 
brought by Mr. Mather, of Bootle Hall, the holder of a con- 
tract ticket, to recover the sum of 2/. 2s. paid as railway fares. 
Plaintiff had taken a contract ticket between Liverpool and 
Marsh-lane station, on the defendants’ railway. for twelve 
months, but having the misfortue to have his pocket-book, in 
which was his contract ticket, stolen from his pocket in October 
last, he applied to the company for a duplicate, which was, 
however, refused him. He accordingly paid his fare as an 
ordinary passenger to the end of the term for which he had 
contracted, and brought the present action to recover the 
amount paid under protest. After hearing the arguments for 
both sides, his Honour nonsuited the plaintiff on the grounds 
that, by the terms of the contract, he was subject to the same 
bye-laws as an ordinary passenger, and unless he had his con- 
tract ticket to show, he was bqund, as such, to pay his fare, the 
company not being compellable to carry him without pro- 
duction of his contract. 

NEwcAstLe.— Cookson and Another v. M‘Allum.— This 
action, which was tried before J. B. Dasent, Esq., in the county 
court, was to recover the sum of 22/. 10s.,on the balance of 
account for goods sold and delivered. Mr. J. H. Ingledew 
appeared for the plaintiffs; Mr. Scaife for defendant. The 
plaintiffs are well known merchants, and the defendant is a 
broker. The debt was admitted, but the defendant pleaded a 
set-off of 55/. 12s. 3d., being the amount of a verdict with costs 
obtained by him in an action heard in that court, in August 
last, against the plaintiffs. It appeared that the plaintiffs had 
given notice of appeal against the judgment obtained in the 
former action; but before the facts of the case to be submitted 
to the superior court could be agreed upon and signed by Mr. 





Losh, who tried the action, Mr. Losh died. ‘They also paid the 
amount of the verdict and costs into court, and gave notice to the 
registrar not to pay it over to M‘Allum. They then moved 
the Court of Common Pleas fora prohibition to stay proceedings 
upon the judgment; but the judges of the superior court declined 
to interfere, considering the application premature. The ques. 
tion now to be decided by the Court was, whether the judg. 
ment obtained in the former action was satisfied by the plain- 
tiffs having paid the money into court, the appeal being 
undecided, and notice having been given to the registrar not to 
pay the money to the present defendant. Mr. Ingledew con. 
tended that the judgment was satisfied by paying the money 
to the registrar. Mr. Scaife, on behalf of the defendant, con. 
tended that the judgment remained unsatisfied, the plaintiffs 
disputing the judgment, and having paid the money into ¢ 
clogged with a notice of proceedings of appeal.—His Honour, 
in delivering judgment, said, he had looked into the autherities, 
and, in his opinion, the set-off pleaded by the defendant was 
not tenable, inasmuch:as it was not a debt upon which the 
defendant could bring any action. A judgment to be a good 
set-off must be such a judgment as can legally be enforced; but 
the judgment pleaded in this action was not a final one, and 
not such a judgment as could be enforced. The plaintiffs had 
done all that was required of them, and by giving notice of 
appeal, and entering into the sureties pointed out by the Act, 
they had prevented the defendant from being able to act on his 
judgment. The set-off not being substantiated, judgment must 
be entered for the plaintiff for the full sum claimed.—Mr. 
Ingledew then applied that the plaintiff's costs be allowed, 
which his Honour granted. Mr. Scaife, on behalf of the de- 
fendant, intimated that he intended appealing against this deci- 
sion, and asked for a stay of execution for fourteen days, which 
was granted. Mr. Ingledew then asked leave to be at liberty 
to move for a new trial in M‘Allum v. Cookson on next 
court day, and referred to the practice in the superior courts, 
when a judge died before settling a bill of exceptions.—His 
Honour granted leave accordingly. 


PortsmouTu.—The London and South Western and Brighton 
and South Coast Railway Dispute-——At the petty sessions at 
Havant, on Wednesday, a case came on for hearing, arising 
out of the dispute between these companies as to the right 
of the former to run their trains over that portion of the 
Brighton Company’s line which extends between Havant and 
the Hilsea redoubt. It will be remembered that a disturbance 
recently took place at Havant between the employés of the two 
companies, in consequence of an attempt being made by the 
South Western Company to run through to Portsmouth per 
force, and despite the resistance offered by a number of 
labourers, under the direction of the officials of the Brighton 
railway. Summonses had been taken out against two of the 
parties, by authority of the latter company, one for assault, 
and two for obstructing the agents of that company while in 
the execution of their duty. The cases came on for hearing, as 
before stated, on Wednesday, Mr. Roupell appearing on behalf of 
the Brighton, and Mr. Addison, Q.C., on behalf of the South 
Western Company. The case of assault was the only one pro- 
ceeded with, and the bench fined the defendant, Mr. Ogilvie, 
the contractor of the Portsmouth line, ls. and costs. The 
other cases were withdrawn. 

WARWICKSHIRE.—A writ of ejectment has been served upon 
Lord Leigh, in respect of the Stoneleigh estates, at the instance 
of Thomas Leigh, of Darwen, and Thomas Leigh, of Haigh. 
The case, we are informed, will be tried at the next Warwick 
assizes.—Manchester Examiner. 
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Communications, Correspondence, anv 
: Extracts. 


ACKNOWLEDGMENTS OF DEEDS OFFICE. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicirors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Srr,—It is not easy to understand why purchasers should be 
kept waiting so long as a month after filing certificates of ac- 
knowledgment of purchase deeds by married women, before 
they can obtain the office copy, ahe latter being a very short 
document, on a little printed form, which it occupies only 
about five minutes to fill up. In fact, there seems no reason 
why there should be the delay of morethan a day, or even why 
the copy should not be given out at’ the time of the original 
being approved and filed. If the staff of the filing office be not 
sufficient for the work, surely it is better that an extra 
should be taken, than that hundreds of purchasers should have 
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‘purchase transactions kept in an unfinished state for a 
whole month, as is now the case. 

There seems no good reason either for so high a charge as 
9s. 6d. for the office copy, since copies in other public offices are 
made at 4d. per folio; and surely, after receiving a fee of 5s. 
for filing, the custodian of these documents ought to be able to 
give out copies at the same charge as other offices, where less, 
or ever nothing, is paid upon the filing. 

Formerly, too, the office copies of these certificates used to 
be on parchment, which the officials a few years since reduced 
to paper, without, however, making any diminution in the 


I would venture to suggest, therefore, that the office copy 
certificate should in future be ready to be delivered out on the 
day after filing the original, and that the charge for it should 
not exceed 1s.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Feb. 2, 1859. A Soricrror. 


PROFESSIONAL COSTUME. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrtors’ JourNat & REPORTER. 


Srr,—Pursuant to the wish expressed by the learned judge 
of our county court, that the attorneys practising before him 
should wear robes, some twenty of them appeared before him 
on Tuesday last all in black gowns, but some with and some 
without white neckties and bands. 

Upon the judge being asked his opinion whether the latter 
addition was expected or not, he was understood to leave it to 
the individual members of the profession to adopt it or not at 
discretion, but rather intimated that it was not a necessary 
appendage. 

As, however, a difference of opinion exists on the subject, 
you, Sir, or some of your readers, may perhaps be able to throw 
some light on the subject, and if so, please to give authority for 
the advice given. 

It is said that attorneys are strictly entitled to wear a wig, 
but one without tails!—I am, Sir, 

Bristol, Feb. 3. One, &c. 


[We believe that a white necktie and bands are the correct 
accompaniments of a gown. They have been worn from time 
immemorial in our universities on all public occasions, such as 
taking of degrees, &c., and the academical costume is not 
considered complete without them. Any person presented at 
court in the costume of a gown, and several classes besides 
her Majesty’s Counsel have this right, must also wear bands. 
It is desirable that the advocates attending aily county court 
where gowns are worn, should agree on the point, and we think 
that authority and precedent are decidedly in favour of bands. 
—Ep. §. J.J 


THE INCENTIVES TO CRIME PRESENTED BY 
MARINE STORE DEALERS, AND HOW TO RE- 
PRESS THEM. 

Read before the Liverpool Meeting of the National Association 
for the Promotion of Social Science. By T. C. S. KynnERs- 
LEY, Stipendiary Magistrate at Birmingham. 

In a paper which was read before the Association, on the 4th 
May last, I endeavoured to point out the evils arising from the 
facility with which articles of stolen property, especially small 
portions of metal, are disposed of to marine store dealers, and 
the want of some general legislation which would impose a 
check upon their dealings, and render the punishment of guilt 
More easy. 

I mentioned, that, in the Metropolis, Liverpool, and other 
large towns, there are local Acts which place “ brokers, marine 
store dealers, and other dealers in second-hand goods,” under 
some sort of restraint, and that in all sea-port towns the 
Merchant Shipping Act (17 & 18 Vict. c. 104) imposes upon 
them even more stringent regulations, obliging them to register 
in a book, which is at all times open to the inspection of the 
police, a description of the particular article purchased, and of 
the vender, the time of its purchase, and the price paid for it, 
and forbidding them to buy from children, or at unseasonable 
hours; but that in Birmingham, and generally in all market 
towns and country places, the only method of punishing the 
guilty receiver of stolen goods (whatever may be his trade or 
calling) is by the cumbrous process of an indictment, in which 

is always so great a difficulty in obtaining a conviction, 
hat I was not surprised to hear from the Rev. W. Hatch, that, 
sinee he had been Chaplain at Wandsworth, among thousands 
of prisoners, a marine store dealer was rarely to be found. 

I stated that a Bill had been prepared for the Chamber of 

t , in Birmingham, which should be of general appli- 
tation, embodying those clauses of the different local Acts, and 











of the Merchant Shipping Act, which appeared most likely to 
meet the evil; and I also suggested a provision, which I thought 
might be inserted in the Consolidated Larcency Act, giving a 
power of dealing with persons who purchased stolen property, 
not actually with a guilty knowledge, but under circumstances 
which afforded a reasonable ground for believing it to have 
been dishonestly obtained. 

Tho Parliamentary session, however, passed away, and 
nothing was done in the way of legislation. The evil is a 
fearful one, as all who are connected with criminal courts, or 
who are themselves engaged in dealings with metals, know 
perfectly well. There is hardly any phrase, the truth of which 
is more generally admitted than this, “If there were no receivers 
there would be no thieves.” There is nothing which acts so 
directly as an incentive to crime as the knowledge that it can 
be committed with impunity. When an old thief is endeavour- 
ing to persuade a boy employed in a manufactory to purloin 
the metal which is intrusted to him, or on which he can easily 
lay his hands, there is no argument so powerful as this, “ You 
can’t be found out. There is a convenient shop at hand where 
the plunder may be readily disposed of, without any question 
asked. . You will get the money at once, and if you keep your 
own counsel no one will know anything about the matter.” 

I will not dwell upon the existence or extent of the evil 
further than is necessary for the purpose of suggesting a 
remedy. 

The evil is, that there is a class of men to be found in every 
town who are ready to buy from any person who comes to the 
door, at any hour of the day or night, any article they choose 
to offer for sale, without asking where it came from, or how 
he got it. A melting-pot or crucible is always ready, into 
which the gold, or silver, or brass, or copper, is instantly 
plunged, and all trace of identity is at once gone. Iron and 
lead are simply broken up, cut, or defaced. Even if this is not 
done—if the stolen articles themselves are found concealed 
under a bed, or in a stable, or a garden, there is a wife, and 
there are children and servants about the place, any of whom 
may have purloined them, and all of whom deny all knowledge 
of them; so that the mere fact of the stolen property being found 
on the premises is of little avail. Perhaps the thief, a mere 
child, is found actually dealing with the keeper of the shop; 
but the goods are not absolutely reduced into his possession, or 
the price is not agreed upon, or it is not so much below the 
value as to afford conclusive proof of “guilty knowledge.” 
Perhaps the thief, on being detected, subsequently to a sale or 
transfer, is willing to give evidence against the receiver; but 
there is no corroborative testimony to support his statement, 
and so, after the case has been heard by the magistrate, the 
marine store dealer is told that “ it is one of grave suspicion, and 
that he had better be more careful in his dealings for the 
future ;” and, for the ninth or tenth time, he retires triumphantly 
from the dock, and walks forth a free man, though there is not 
an individual in court who has the slightest doubt of his guilt. 

Now I think no one can doubt that some new mode of 
dealing with cases of this description is urgently required, and 
I earnestly hope and trust that we shall not see another session 
of Parliament pass over our heads without witnessing the 
removal of so great an imperfection in our criminal law. 

I believe a general Bill for the regulation of shops kept by 
marine store dealers, brokers, and dealers in second-hand goods, 
will be introduced into Parliament early in the next session; 
but it seems to me that what we want is the general adoption 
of a principle to be found in the 24th, 26th, and 27th sections 
of the Metropolitan Police Bill, 2 & 3 Vict. c. 71—viz.* that 
the bare possession of stolen property, unaccounted for, shall 
be made criminal, and punishable with heavy fines and impri- 
sonment. 

There may, probably, be an unwillingness in some quarters 





* Sect. 24. Every person who shall be brought before a magistrate 
charged with having in his possession anything which may reasonably be 
suspected of being stolen or unlawfully obtained, and who shall not give 
an account to the satisfaction of the magistrate how he came by the same, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanour, and shall be liable to a penalty 
of £5 (or two months imprisonment). 

Sect. 26. If a person is found in possession of stolen goods, and is 
brought before a magistrate, and it appears to such magistrate that such 
person had reasonable cause to believe the same to have been stolen or 
unlawfully obtained, every such person shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeamour—penalty, £5 (or three months imprisonment). 

Sect. 27. If any goods shall be stolen or unlawfully obtained, and com- 
plaint be made to a magistrate that such goods are in the possession of any 
broker, dealer in marine stores, or other dealer in second-hand property, 
or of any person who shall have advanced money on the credit of such 
goods, the magistrate may issue a summons or warrant for the apprehen- 
sion of such broker, and for the production of such goods, and order 
goods to be delivered up to the owner either without any payment, or on 
payment of such sum as the magistrate may thik fit. 
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to invest magistrates with so much additional discretionary 
power; but I confess I think the presence of lynx-eyed 
reporters and solicitors, and the large body of spectators and 
audience, which is usually to be found in police-courts and 
petty sessions in these days, afford a very tolerable security 
against the influence of prejudice or partiality in magistrates. 
If, however, it is thought that every man, though he is a marine 
store dealer, should have the benefit of trial by jury, by all 
means let him have it, if he pleases; in which case there might 
be an indictment preferred, as at present, for receiving stolen 
goods, &c., and it might be declared, by statute, that the fact of 

urchasing from children, or except between certain specified 

ours, or of melting, or defacing, before a certain period after 
i should be declared conclusive evidence of guilty 

nowledge; or the jury might have a power of negativing the 
* guilty knowledge,” and convicting, upon the same indictment, 
of “ receiving, having at the time reasonable cause to believe 
the property to have been stolen,” and, the punishment might 
be still fine or imprisonment. 

I really believe that either of these modes would be a great 
discouragement to a most pernicious class of criminals; and I 
beg very respectfully to submit them for the consideration of 
the Association, with a hope that, if they are approved, those 
who have influence will exert it to obtain for them the sanction 
of the Legislature, 

o > 


Societies and Lnstitutions. 


—_—— 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

A special meeting of the society took place on Saturday last, 
at half-past one o’clock; the Right Hon. Sir James STEPHEN, 
K.C.B., in the chair. 

Mr, Cuapwick read a letter from Mr. J. Stuart Mill, fully 
approving of his (Mr. Chadwick’s) paper, and regretting his 
inability to be present. 

Mr. CHApwick then read his paper on the methods of legis- 
lation by open commissions of inquiry, or by the close cabinet 
method, especially as applicable to the Reform of Parliament. 
He commenced by stating that his attention had first been 
called to this subject at the time of the announcement of a 
second Reform Bill by Lord John Russell, when he was con- 
sulted as to the organization of a commission of inquiry by 
various persons who were anxious, before proceeding to further 
legislation, that all the doubtful matters of fact connected with 
the question should be cleared up. No doubt, it would be said 
that all the facts needing consideration in the preparation of a 
Reform Bill were already sufficiently notorious; but in other 
cases in which the same argument had been urged, the effects 
of commissions of inquiry had been to reverse every main prin- 
ciple, and almost every assumed chief elementary fact, on which 
the general public, Parliamentary committees, and leading 
statesmen, were prepared to legislate. The questions of 
pauperism and poor law administration; of crime and penal 
administration; of pestilence and sanitary legislation; and of 
the evils attendant on excessive manufacturing labour; were 
conspicuous instances of this reversal; and there must be many 
material facts connected with the working of the last Reform 
Bill which were not at present any better ascertained. An 
inquiry of some kind, therefore, must be presumed to be neces- 
sary; and the question for consideration was, how this inquiry 
was to be made—whether by the close Cabinet, a Parliamentary 
committee, or an open commission. With regard to the first 
method, Lord John Russell, in his evidence before the Com- 
mittee on Official Salaries, had complained that it was rather a 
defect in our Government that few of the ministers could spare 
time enough from the duties of their offices to give attention to 
a great subject; and since 1850, when this evidence was given, 
the leisure which was left after the performance of the settled 
and routine ministerial duties had greatly diminished, while the 
subject matters necessary to be examined, and the time required 
for the preparation of new measures, had greatly increased. It 
might be assumed, therefore, that the Cabinet had not the power 
of inquiring into new facts; and the basis of a measure prepared 
exclusively by the Cabinet must necessarily be limited to the facts 
already known to two or three members of it forming the commit- 
tee to whom the question was confided. However fairly intended, 
measures affecting varied conditions of men, so prepared, must 
be narrow and partial, and would, moreover, be exposed to the 
charge of unfairness. There could be no certainty as to the 
reception they would meet with, except, indeed, they were 

framed in conformity with “public opinion,” which Mr. Chad- 


Mr. Sterling, that he “played the conjuror very much,” ha 
to enunciate “ 365 opinions every year on eyery subject,” 
Chadwick proceeded to argue that such an opinion, which mug 
be the result of the most fragmentitious attention to a multi, 
plicity of questions, would afford the most unsafe basis of 
legislation. Though an inquiry by a Parliamentary committe 
would be fuller and more complete than any which the 
members of a Cabinet could make, yet still it shared, in a lesser 
degree, the inconvenience of having been conducted under the 
pressure and distraction of Parliamentary duties. It had oftep 
occurred that committees which had gone more deeply ¢ 
usual into a question, had concluded by acknowledging their 
own inability to go sufliciently deep, and had recommended 
the appointment of a commission which could give a protracted 
and undivided attention to the subject. The open method of 
inquiry by commission, besides giving the best facilities for 
ascertaining facts, would bring to light, as no other inves. 
tigation could, the state of opinion and information in every 
nook and corner of the kingdom. Mr. Chadwick, in proof of 
this, instanced the Poor Law Commission and the Constabulary 
Force Commission, which, by queries circulated all over the 
kingdom, and the oral examination of persons in all ranks of 
society, collected a mass of information on the subjects in hand 
which could not have been got at,in;any other mode, The 
publication, too, of the report of the commission, which must 
be regarded as a quasi judicial document, with the evidence, 
would have a great effect on the public mind, and would 
denude the question of all party attributes. Opposition would 
be disarmed by the display of facts and reasons required to be 
grappled with; and members of the House of Commons who 
acted less on their own views than on the promptings of their 
constituents, would be able thus to judge of the form and 
extent of any probable opposition or support, and to shape their 
course accordingly. Mr. Chadwick quoted from an article in 
the Edinburgh Review for July, 1857, to show that at present a 
very low state of information prevailed in the country as to the 
complicated nature of this question of Parliamentary reform, 
and argued thence that as legislation prepared on tise close 
cabinet system must be in accordance with this imperfect 
information, the more politic course would be by an open com- 
mission of inquiry to bring public information to that state of 
maturity which the subject demanded. Among the points con- 
nected with this question demanding elucidation might be 
enumerated the failure of recent legislation to put down 
bribery and corruption; the refusal of large masses of voters in 
great constituencies to exercise the franchise; the extent to 
which the education franchise might be conferred; whether the 
possession of a certain amount in the savings-bank ought to entitle 
a man to a vote; the effect of the present large electioneering 
expenses in keeping able men out of the House of Commons, 
and the means of reducing those expenses, which a commission 
could alone satisfactorily investigate. Adverting to the pro- 
posal of Karl Grey to appoint a committee of Privy Council 
to prepare a measure of Parliamentary reform, Mr. Chadwick 
argued, that though such a committee might be very usefully 
employed in settling issues to be inquired into, it could not be 
possessed of the machinery for conducting the inquiry, w 
must be to a great extent local. In conclusion, Mr. Chadwick 
disclaimed any intention of offering any opinion on the subject 
matter for examination, in respect to which he himself required 
further opportunities for investigation. His only object was to 
call attention to the extreme inexpediency of looking for the 
preparation of measures of the highest magnitude to what 
must be practically the weakest kind of preparation—namely, 
preparation by officers so intensely pre-occupied that, according 
to Lord John Russell, “there are few of them who can give 
their attention to a great subject, and look at the consequences 
to the country of the measures that are adopted,” . 
The CuHamrMAN thought Mr, Chadwick deserved great credit 
for denouncing one of the commonest but most dangerous ss 
of our day—the habit of acting on incomplete knowledge. It 
was often asked, why social science made such slow advance m 
comparison with the progress of physical science, but the 
answer was obvious. Those who taught the laws of the material 
world never advanced to a conclusion until after the most ¢k- 
haustive scrutiny, while those who addressed us with respect 10 
the well-being of the commonwealth were continually arriving 
at broad conclusions in the most incredible ignorance of the 
grounds from which alone true conclysions could be deduced. 
Constitutional liberty was, no doubt, an inestimable advantage, 
but we paid a very high price for it. It was usually said to 
consist in the submission of the Legislature and the execute 





wick defined to be commonly the opinion of newspaper writers. 


Government to the control of public opinion. But what was 


Quoting a remark of Thomas Carlyle in reference to "ta : 
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public opi ion? How could it be ascertained, or how could the 
Behe distinguished from the spurious? Of all the idola tribus 
there was no oracle so difficult of access; none so easily con- 







sh founded with meaner voices. The hierophants of this myste- 

Tus rious power defined it to be the deliberate judgment of the great 
multi, majority of the people on all such questions as affected 
asis of the people themselves. On all such subjects it was said the 





judgment of Demos must be authoritative and conclusive, or 
there was no constitutional liberty. But the true value of that 
judgment must depend upon the extent of his knowledge; 








der the and from what sources could Demos gather his knowledge? It 
often was chiefly from newspapers and platform addresses, from nei- 
y than ther of which could accurate and satisfactory information be 
& their obtained. As it was now proposed that the powers of Demos 
nended should be considerably increased, and the opportunities for 
Oey exercising them multiplied, he ought to know something of the 
hod of patural history of an Act of Parliament. His teachers should 
pobid inform him that it was a paradoxical plant, in whose creation 





three progenitors must agree—the Government, the draughts- 






















































ory man, and the three estates of the realm. The legislative func- 
‘a: of tions of the Government were a novelty introduced within the 
ulary last few years. They were unknown to the De Lolme and 
hy Blackstone constitution. After the peace of 1815 the Admi- 
ha of nistration began to hold their offices on the condition of making 
| hand annually some notable additions to the statute book. Between 
The February and July public opinion demanded that the ministry 
Pisa for the time being should carry three or four considerable 
wii measures, on pain of resignation. If this punishment were 
would inflicted, the House of Commons decided which of the leaders 
would should have the task of forming a new Administration, a 
to be task which was by no means easy. In the first place, none 
Be could be appointed to office who were not members of Par- 
i liament. ‘They must be rich enough to sacrifice all other 
a pursuits, and they must be able to express themselves in 
J J ey with ease and propriety. Thus, if a prime minister 
aD thirty offices to fill, he rarely had more than about sixty 
“ from whom to choose—and yet out of these he was 
A expected to find one man who was perfectly acquainted with all 
ei) the ramifications of our foreign relations; another who had 
- made naval administration his study; another who had colonial 
et affairs at his fingers’ end; a fourth who was thoroughly up in 
a nilitary matters; a fifth who was fitted to govern the vast 
es empire of India; and soon. But, supposing the Government 
a formed, then came the work of legislation. A certain question 
called for legislation. It was referred to the head of the 
ty department in the scope of whivh it came, and possibly the 
pbs popular belief might be, that on that reference the head of 
4 the department would sit down at his desk and draw up an 
title abstract of what ought to be done. But the process was very 
" different, and perhaps nothing would illustrate it better than an 
ring instance drawn from his own personal experience. When Mr. 
ginal Huskisson was President of the Board of Trade, an abridg- 
sg ment of customs law, which then filled a thick quarto volume, 
a was called for. Mr. Deacon Hume was summoned from the 
ick Custom House of London, and desired by the Minister to 
mn undertake the duty. He began by taking a lodging in Parlia- 
d ment-street, exiled himself from his family, and disappeared 
ich from mankind for many months. At the end of that time he 
iok returned with a small octavo volume, containing about as many 
at words as a common number of Blackwood, but embodying all 
| that he thought worth preserving in our customs law. Mr. 
a Huskisson took charge of it, preserved it from so-called amend- 
he ments in the House of Commons, and just as it came from Mr. 
of Hume’s pen the statute passed into law. So much for two of 
; the progenitors of an Act, the Government and the draughts- 
y man, There remained the third—the three estates of the 
- tealm. Sometimes when a Bill got into Parliament it was sent 
a to 4 committee up stairs; but from the constitution of this tri- 
bupal, and the limited means of inquiry, its judgment could 

iit never be thoroughly satisfactory. For instance, in 1828 the 
ai affairs of Canada were referred to a select committee of the 
It House of Commons, which sat long, heard much, and did no- 
in Seven years later occurred the Canadian rebellion, and 
a & commission was sent out under Lord Durham, which 
al recommended the very identical course of action which he him- 
: self (Sir J. Stephen) had in vain pressed on the committee 
a seven years before in the course of a protracted examination. 
. Those recommendations were then adopted, and perfect tran- 
4 quillity had followed; but Parliament was unable to see the 
i policy of them until Lord Durham’s local inquiry had taken 
‘ Place. But if a Bill were not sent up stairs, so much of im- 
« portance was lopped off, so much that was foreign engrafted 


frequently sent it into the world in a shape which was certain 
to produce very different results to those which were originally 
contemplated. In the French Ordonnances des Rois there were 
certain passages with respect to the Conseil d’Etat, from which 
it was evident that the devising and arrangement of the laws 
previous to their enactment was one of the chief duties of that 
body. Every paragraph of the Code Napoleon was gone through 
and debated in this manner before it was passed into law. Some 
such committee would be of great use in this .country, if.it 
attached to itself assessors on all the several subjects on which 
the members themselves had no special knowledge. Any one 
who was old enough to remember the anticipations amid which 
the Reform Bill of 1832 was passed, must admit that all the 
prophets, whether they prophesied pleasant things or evil 
things, were alike wrong. They were wrong, because they mis- 
took their scanty knowledge for complete knowledge, and the 
prophets of 1859 did not seem to be taking any trouble to 
remove this reproach; they did not seem to see a bit more 
clearly to the end of the dark and most momentous road on 
which they were entering. If we were to have a Reform Bill at 
the mandate of public opinion, we ought to have a commission 
to hear what public opinion had said or had to say for itself on 
the matter. It was strange that all our institutions were to be 
at the mercy of one voice, and that the utterances of that voice 
had not so much as one authoritative reporter. 

Mr. VauGHAN said, that the object of the paper which had 
just been read, and of the address of the Chairman, was to put 
the British constitution in commission. When, some time ago, 
it was proposed by a member of the House of Commons to 
refer the consideration of a Reform of Parliament to a select 
committee of the House, the proposition was regarded as ludi- 
crous, and met with the derision it merited; but now a propo- 
sition of a character still more ludicrous had been gravely laid 
before the society, in the elaborate paper which had been read — 
by Mr. Chadwick, by which the reform of the constitution was 
to be submitted to the “ quasi-judicial ” investigation of a body 
of itinerant commissioners, who were to suggest such questions 
as they thought expedient, and frame such a réport as should, 
in their estimation, prove a satisfactory_basis for further legis- 
lation. Mr. Vaughan expressed his dread of all commissions; 
in his opinion they were always costly; they might be partial 
and they were certainly irresponsible. Their conclusions were 
often acquiesced in by the public without sufficient examination. 
He then proceeded to discuss the arguments contained in Mr. 
Chadwick’s paper. He contended that no commission was re- 
quired to ascertain the qualifications for the franchise of the 
savings’-bank depositors; that if information were needed, it 
was of a definite character, which could be obtained by the 
Government, or by a Parliamentary committee, by the employment 
of the same machinery as had been adopted by the Poor Law 
Commissioners. Questions might be sent to the local authorities, 
and those connected with the savings’ banks in various parts of 
the country, to collect information, if any were really required, 
without the interposition of the services of a paid commission. 
So with regard to the existence of bribery and intimidation; no 
commission was required to establish that which was perfectly 
notorious. The facts were found, and were not disputed. 
What was required was a remedy, upon which, however, he 
thought no one would be prepared to accept the decision of a 
commission. Nor was inquiry by a commission needed to ex- 
plain why so large a number of the electors apparently ab- 
stained from any serious part in election contests: deaths, sick- 
ness, absence from: home, and removals, would account for a 
considerable number. Then double, or even treble qualifications, 
had to be abstracted from the gross number on the register, by 
which the actual number of voters was still further reduced; 
and out of these many abstained when their favourite candidate 
was in so large a minority as induced a belief that he could not 
succeed. Mr. Chadwick’s reasoning, therefore, did not sustain 
his proposition. Mr. Vaughan concluded by expressing his 
dissent from the views propounded by the Chairman respecting 
the imperfect information of Demos. 

Mr. Hast1n6s said, that it would be impossible to consider 
the able paper read by Mr. Chadwick as foreign to the objects 
and business of the society. The amendment of the law was 
essentially a question of legislation, and everything that threw 
light on the present defects in the mode of conducting legisla- 
tive business, or which tended to remedy those defects, was an 
object of legitimate interest to the Law Amendment Society. 
But while agreeing with Mr. Chadwick’s arguments as to th 
necessity for inquiry preceding legislation, and in the general 
principles which were stated in the paper as to the proper mode 
of inquiry, he could not agree in the applicability of those 





on it, and its author had to submit to so many compro- 
mises to bring it alive through committee, that the Royal assent 








arguments and prineiples to the particular subject which Mr. 
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Chadwick referred to. Commissiotis to inquire and report had 
often been of great use; two especial instances had come under 
his own observation. The Commissioners on Mercantile Law 
had collected an amount of experience and knowledge which 
could hardly have been obtained in any other way, and 
their report had been followed by some valuable legislation, 
and would probably bear further fruit. The inquiry, by 
Royal Commission, into the condition of the inns of court 
produced an admirable scheme for a Law University, 
which would be carried into effect as soon as we had a 
Lord Chancellor who thought legal education worth his atten- 
tion. He did not, therefore, undervalue commissions, but he 
did doubt the expediency of applying them to such a question 
as that of Parliamentary Reform. It was impossible to believe 
that when men’s minds were roused, and their blood heated by 
a political conflict, they would consent to bend their opinions to 
the voice of a commission, and to follow the elaborate arguments 
atrayed in a blue book. He was extremely glad to hear the 
allusion, by the Chairman, to the mode of preparing Bills. At 
present it was too much the custom to entrust the preparation 
of most important measures to individuals selected by private 
patronage; Bills were consequently prepared in secret, reflecting 
mere private opinions, and were then pertinaciously de- 
fended by the Government as 4 point of honour in the House. 
Such proceedings should be, once for all, abandoned, and 
all measures of importance should be openly prepared 
on free inquiry, and based, as far as possible, on public opinion. 
The present aspect of Bankrupt Law Amendment afforded 
a striking illustration. A Bill had been prepared by a body of 
mercantile men, under the auspices of the National Association. 
It had been carefully considered; it was the result of wide ex- 
perience; it represented a large amount of public opinion. But 
what course did the Government follow in regard to it? Having 
declined to adopt the Bill, and resolving to bring forward a 
measure of their own, they were preparing that measure by 
means of a secret committee of three in the Cabinet, each one 
of the three being already burdened by official duties, and with 
the assistance of a very respectable barrister of Lincoln’s-inn, 
who was to sit in his.chambers and ignore the mercantile 
public. He (Mr. Hastings) hoped and believed that the time 
was at hand when the nation would no longer permit such a 
method of legislation in matters involving the interests, pro- 
sperity, and happiness of millions. 
Mr. Cuapwick shortly replied. 
Lord MonTEaGte proposed a vote of thanks to the Chair- 
man, which was carried unanimously. 
The next general meeting of the society will be held on 
Monday next, at 8 o'clock. A paper by Mr. J. J. Dempsy, ‘on 
Coroners’ Courts, will be read. 





MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held on Thursday even- 
ing, Jan. 27, at the Waterloo Hotel. . Mr. Hawkinson, solicitor, 
occupied the chair. Amongst the members present were Messrs. 
Farrington, J. Taylor, Sword, Pankhurst, Smith, &c. The 
report was read by R. M. Pankhurst, Esq., the honorary secre- 
tary, and adopted. ‘The treasurer’s statement was presented 
and passed, and officers for the ensuing session elected. Sub- 
sequently, the members sat down to an excellent dinner. After 
the usual loyal toasts, the Chairman proposed “ The Manchester 
Law Students’ Debating Society,” to which the Hon. Secretary 
responded. The Vice-Chair gave “ The Legal Profession,” which 
was acknowledged by Mr. Richardson, solicitor. Mr. Smith 
proposed “ ‘The Manchester Law Association,” to which Mr. 
Wharton, solicitor, responded. “ The Articled Clerks of Man- 
chester and the neighbourhood” was then proposed, and re- 
sponded to by Mr. Sword. Mr. H. Taylor gave “ The Officers 
of the Society,” which was acknowledged by Mr. Farrington. 
Other fitting toasts brought to a conclusion a very pleasant 
evening. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

The twelfth annual meeting of this society was held 
on Friday evening, the 28th of January, at the Hen 
and Chickens Hotel. The chair was occupied by T. C. 
Sneyd Kynnersley, Esq., and amongst the members pre- 
sent were Professor Johnson, Messrs. H. W. Tyndall, W. S. 
Allen, J. Marigold, J. Walford, 5. Balden, jun., J. Chirm, G. F. 
James, T. Horton, Fereday, Millward, &c. ‘The President 
commenced by reading a very interesting address, con- 





gratulating the members on the prospect of attaining an 
honourable profession, and at considerable length described 
the duties, privileges, and position of attorneys, in con- 
nection with our courts of luw. 


the use of students, was listened to with great attention; yj 
we regret very much that want of space not admit of jt, 
insertion in our columns, After several resolutions had bee, 
passed, a vote of thanks was awarded to the Chairman, whid, 
was briefly acknowledged, and the meeting terminated, 
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Law Students’ PFournal. 





We could not advise an “ Articled Clerk,” who has addregsai 
us this week, to rely on any chance of obtaining imm 
from the common law part of the examination. It is not oy 
present intention to publish answers to the examination que. 
tions.—Ep. 8. J. 


LAW SOCIETY’S LECTURES. 


J. W. Smiru, Esq., on Conveyancing; Feb. 7, at 8 o'clock, 
F. O, Haynus, Esq., on Equity; Feb, 11, at 8 o'clock. 
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Sheriffs appointed for 1859. 





ENGLAND. 
Bedfordshire.—Richard L. Orlebar, of Hinwick, Esq. 
Berkshire.—Charles Philip Duffield, of Marcham Park, near Abingdon, 
Esq. 
Bucks.—Thomas Tyrwhitt Drake, of Shardeloes, Esq. 
Cambridgeshire and Huntingdonshire.—John Dunn Gardner, of Chatteris 
Esq. 


Cumberland.—Gamel Augustus, Lord Muncaster, of Muncaster Castle, 
Cheshire.—Arthur Henry Davenport, of Capesthorne, Esq. 
Cornwall.—John Tremayne, of Heligan, Cornwall, Esq. 
Derbyshire.—The Hon. Edward Keppel Wentworth Coke, of Longford. 
Devonshire.—John Henry Hippesley, of Shobrook Park, Esq. 
Dorsetshire.—James Feliowes, of Kingston House, Esq. 
Durham.—Sir William Aloyzius Clavering, of Greencroft, Bart. 
£ssex.—Champion Russell, of Upminster, Esq. 
Gloucesiershire.—John Coucher Dent, of Sudely Castle, near Winch 
combe, Esq. 
Herefordshire.—Richard Yapp, of the Halesend, Cardley, Esq. 
Hertfordshire.—Martin Hadsley Gosselin, of the Priory, in Ware, Esq. 
Kent.-- Sir Richard Tufton, of Hothfield Place, near Maidstone, Bart. 
Lancaster.—Sir Robert Tolver Gerard, of Garswood, Bart. 
Leicestershire.—William Bosworth, of Charley, Esq. 
s Lincolnshire.—Charles Thomas Samuel Birch Reynardson, of Holywell, 
Sq. 
Monmouthshire.—Edward Matthew Curre, of Itton Court, Esq. 
Norfolk.—Hambleton Francis Custance, of Weston, Esq. 
Northamptonshire.—The Hon, Charles Henry Cust, of Arthingworth. 
Norehumberland.—Henry Silvertop, of Minster-acres, Esq. 
Nottinghamshire.—-Henry Sherbrooke, of Oxton, Esq. 
Oxafordshire.—George Gamuniie, of Shotever-house, Esq. 
Rutland,—Edward Henry Cradock Monckton, of Seaton, Esq. 
Shropshire.—Charles Orlando Childe Pemberton, of Millichope-park, Esq. 
Somersetshire.—Edward Berkeley Napier, of East Pennard, Esq. 
Staffordshire.—William Davenport, of Maer, Esq. 
County of Southampton.—Robert Vaughan Wynne Williams, of Appul- 
dercombe, in the Isle of Wight, Esq. 
Suffolk.—John George Sheppard, of Campsey Ash, Esq. 
Surrey.—Sir Walter Rockliff Farquhar, of Polesden, Leatherhead, Bart 
Sussex.—William Henry Blaauw, of Beechlands, Newick, Esq. 
Warwickshire.—Sir George Richard Phillips, of Weston-house, Bart. 
Westmoreland.—William Moore, of Grimes-hill, Kirkby Lonsdale, Esq. 
Wiltshire.—John Neilson Gladstone, of Bowdgn-park, Esq. 
Worcestershire.—Walter Charles Hemming, of Bewdley, Esq. 
Yorkshire.—Sir Lionel Milborne Swinnerton Pilkington, of Cheviot-park, 
near Wakefield, Bart. 
WALES. 
Anglesey.—I. Owen Williams, of Trearddur, Esq. 
Breconshire.—John Maund, of Tymawr, Esq. 
Carnarvonshire.—John Lloyd Jones, of Broom-hall, Esq. 
Carmarthenshire.—Richard Jennings, of Gellydég, Esq. 
Cardiganshire.—William Price Lewis, of Llysnewydd, near Newcastle 
Emlyn, Esq. 
Denbighshire.—Thomas Lloyd Fitzhugif of Plas Power, Wrexham, Esq 
Flintshir: —Philip William Godsal, of Iscoyd-park, Esq. 
Glamorganhire.—Charles Crofts Williams, of Roath Court, Esq. 
Montgomeryshire.—Edward Morris, of Berth Lloyd, Esq. 
Merionethshire.—Vugh John Reyley, of Brynywin, Esq. 
Pembrokeshire.—Wiliam{Owen, of Poyson, Esq. 





The address, which contained 


Radnorshire.—James Watt Gibson Watt, of Doldowlod, Esq. 


much valuable information, and many important maxims fo 


















e wore Per perros pe € Fe fe FE ERE 


a a een 6slUEON SHO ULB OF US'S 


















igdon, 





tteris» 
tle, 
















le 











ky 





















5, 1859, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 255 











Court Papers. 


Mouse of Lords. 
Szsston 1859, 


CAUSES STANDING FOR HEARING. 
Set down in Session 1854-5. 


canter | Salomons ». Miller (in Error). 
England. 


Set down in Session 1856. 
Bennett v. Turquand (Official Manager of the Camerons Coal- 


Beeot' { brook Steam Coal and Swansea and Loughor Railway Com- 


WOT as ape tn ilentien 1087, 


Chancery, } Rutledge et al. v. Rutledge and Another. 


Ireland. 


Be vow il 


Set down in Session commencing April 30, 1857. 

Thellusson v. Robarts et al.; ex parte as to Arthur Thelluson 
(in part heard). 

Hon. A. Thellusson v, _ et al.; ex parte as to T. R. 
Thellusson (in part hea: 

Scottish North Eastern "Nailway Company v. Sir Ww. D. 


Scotland. i Stewart, Bart. 


. Kyle et al. v. Jeffreys and Another (Bill of Exceptions). 
, } Anderson v. Robinson, 


Williams v. Lewis et al. 
Bartonshill Coal Company et al. v. Wark. 
> et al. v. Dresser and Another; ex parte as to Johann 


rrbom. 
Gatbraith et al. v. Edinburgh and Glasgow Bank et al.; ex 


seta. { parte as to certain Respondents. 
Chances’? { Slingsby v. Grainger et al. 


Smith v, Kay. 


» 
Gant | Bristol and Exeter Railway Company v. Collins (appeal upon 


Chancery, 


a case stated by the parties, pursuant to Act). 


Chasemore v. Richards, Clerk, &c. (in Error.) 
Lord Kensington v. Bouverie et al.; ex parte as to cerrain 
Respondents, 


& chequer) 199 (on Demise of Evers und Others) v. Challis (Writ of 


“4 


sa} 


Scotland. 
Chancery, } 


Exchequer 


Error). 
Set down in Session 1857-8. 


Russell and Son v, Gillespie and Husband. 

Gillespie and Husband v, Russell and Son, et @ contra. 

Stewart (or Paterson) and Another (Paupers) v. Cates (or Rae 
) et al, 


Greville v. Brown. 


The Marquess of Donegal v. Layard, ex parte. 
Addie and Miller v. Lennan, ex parte. 


Hopwood and Another v. Hopwood et al. 
Sir William A. Clavering, Bart., v. Ellison, et al. 


»} Imperial Gas Light and Coke Company v. Broadbent. 


Johnston v. Johnston. 
Commercial Bank of Scotland v. Rhind. 


Lord Waterpark v. Fennell (in Error). 


Sir Isaac L. Goldsmid, Bart., and Another v. Cazenove et al. 
(Appeal on a Special Case pursuant to Act). 
Glasgow, Barrhead, and Neilston Direct Railway Company v. 
Caledonian Railway Company et al., ex parte as to certain 
ndents. 


Chamber, } Professional Life Assurance Company v. Sheehy (in Error). 


Exchequer 
Chamber, 
Treland. 
Chancery, 








Duncan v. North of Scotland Banking Company and Another. 

Rorke v. Errington (in Error). 

Bg ot et al. v. Ware et al. Ex parte as to certain Respon- 

< widen “Counties Railway Company and London and Black- 
wall Railway Company v. Marriage (Appeal upon a Case 
stated by the parties, pursuant to Act). 

Beamish v. Beamish (in Error). 


Hon. Richard Hare et al. v. Robarts et al. Ex parte as to cer- 
tain Respondents. 


Butler v. Viscount Mountgarrett (in Error). 


Young v. Billiter (in Error). 


Ewart v. Sir J. R. G. Graham, Bart. (in Error). 
Wheatcroft v. Blackwell and Another (in Error). 


Dolphin v. Robins and Another. (To be heard early this 
Session, ) 


Rowbotham et al, v. Wilson (in Error), 


Wing v. Angrave et al, Ex parte as to Richard Angrave. 


v. The Queen, on the prosecution of the Mayor, &e., of 
etal (in Error). — 









Scotland. ..Kerrv. Wilkie and Another. Ex parte, 
ener Ashton and Another v. Horsfield and Another. 


Scotland. ..Ewing v. Crawford (or Ewing) et al. Ex oe 
Wryghte (Official Manager of the Royal of Aaa 
ba v. Lindsay et al. Ex parte as to certain Respo 
Orr et al. v. Glasgow, Airdrie, and Moaklande Junction Bayt. 
= way Company et al. 


CAUSES FULLY HEARD. 
Edinburgh and Glasgow Railway Com v. Provost, &c., of 
Scotland. Linlithgow. (To be fully re-heard ‘ie 5 
Gammell et al, v. Her Majesty’s , of Woods, 





” { &c., and the Lord Advocate for Scotland. 
Claims of Peerage, and Claims to Vote for Representative Peers for Ireland, 
depending. 
De Scales Peerage. Berkeley Peerage. 
Nithsdale Peerage. Dunboyne Peerage. 
Lord Inchiquin’s Claim to Vote.| Viscount Taaffe’s Claim to Vote. 
Taaffe Peerage. , Lord Aylmer’s Claim to Vote. 





Queen’s Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Hitary Term, 1859. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER, 
Tried during Term. 
Middlesex. Darby and Others v. Glanville. 


CROWN PAPER. 


Charles Frederick Lees, Plaintiff in Error, v. The Queen, 
Defendant in Error. 





Common Pleas. 
NEW CASE.—Himary Term, 1859. 


DEMURRER PAPER. 
App. from Just. Edleston, Appellant ; Francis, Respondent, 





Spring Circuits,—1859. 
WituiaMs, J., will remain in Town, 







Midland. 
Lord CaMPpBELL and Ere, J. 
Oakham .....eseseeees cocepesces MOMGAY ccccecccccsece Feb. 28 
Northampton . eocccccccesces Wednesday..... March 2 


Saturday... 
Wednesday 


Leicester and Borough . ee 
Nottingham and Town 







Lincoln and City .. Saturday.. Mareh 12 
DED co ccccccsccs Thursday March 17 
Warwick ...0esseceereserees coves Monday ..... March 21 
Home. 
Wicatay, J., and Martin, B, 
Hertford ...ccccccccccccccccccces Wedmesday...cecceseee Marth 3 
Chelmsford ....... eecces cocce coe TWESUAY ....sccceeeee- March 8 
Maidstone ......ccccccccccscscoe Monday ......sec0eseee March 14 
BANE cn cescccccocpocosncdeces Monday oeccccccsess +. March 21 
RUG s. ici2.ckcescckeosbeveke Saturday.......+..+++. March 26 
Western. 


Crowper, J., and Warsow, B. 












Winchester 
Dorchester .. 
Devizes... 
Exeter and City 
Bodmin ........ 
Taunton . 
Bristol .... . 
Northern. 
Wits, J., and Byxzs, J. 

Lancaster .......0.. Veeee’s eoesese Wednesday.......0- eee Feb. 16 
ADMD. ccceveccccedcccscecesese Saturday..... eccccdece Feb. 19 
Sere cone WROUM edit cc ccdccéas Feb. 21 ' 
Newcastle and Town.. eoce Thursday ..ccccccccee Feb. 24 
Durham ,..... coreg ccescccteces Tuesday ......ccecees - March lt 
UME ONEY Sec lbduedesucueacte Saturday........eee8 «» Mareh 5 
ER TRA pean ae oe Saturday......es.0. +». March 19 

North Wales, e 

BRAMWELL, B. 
WOO 5. ccepcccenpevesontss - Wednesday .........5. March 9 
Bald oo ccoccce Saturday ° 
Carnarvon ... Tuesday 
Beaumaris ... Friday ..., 
Ruthin Monday 
Mold ..... Thursday 
Chester and Ci © SREY nc cncrcccocess 

South Wales, 

Hut, J. 
Haverfordwest and Town...-...... Wednesday..... 
CamGigan . soe ccocececcsces seccge Monday ....0.00 
Carmarthen ......... bevbeveees Saturday... 
BOMRMOR osc ncccccccccccecdncsne + Thursday ..... 
Brecon ....... ery oy pevescegcese Saturday....... 
Presteign ...... ercesecccccecsses Wednesday 





Chester and City cdcesecsccecvecc COMME ses ccbscsussde Mee 
For the Norfolk and Oxford Circuits see page 236 ante. 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. ‘ 
BARRY—On Jan. 28, at the Cottage, Southgate, Middlesex, the wife of 
Arthur E. Barry, of Gray’s-inn, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
CHURCHILL—On Feb. 2, at Balham, Surrey, the wife of W. Churchill 
Longman, Esq., of a daughter. 
FIELD—On Jan. 31, at Caldecot-house, Aldenham, Herts, the wife of John 
J. Field, Esq., of a son. 
POLLOCK—On Feb. 2, at Wimbledon, the wife of George F. Pollock, Esq., 


of a son. 

SMITH—On Jan. 28, at Blackheath, the wife of Frederic Smith, Esq., of a 
son. 

YOUNG—On Jan. 30, at 30 Camden-road-villas, Mrs. G. A. Young, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 

ADCOCK—ROBINSON—On Jan. 31, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
Frederic Poland Adcock, Esq., Solicitor, Cambridge, third son of Stephen 
Adcock, Esq., of Trumpington, Cambridgeshire, to Ann, second surviving 
daughter of William Robinson, Esq., 14 Park-terrace, Cambridge. 

BRASIER—COBBOLD—On Feb. 1, at St. John’s, Paddington, by the Rev. 
William Garratt, M.A., incumbeut of St. John’s, Fulham, John Henry 
Brasier, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, to Elizabeth Cassandra, widow of 
the late Edward Cobbold, Esq., and daughter of the late Rev. T. C. Boone, 
vicar of Kensworth, Herts. 

MURRAY—WOODALL—On Feb. 2, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, by 
the Rev. G. Banastre Pix, M.A., Richard Henry Murray, LL.B., and of 
the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, eldest son of Thomas Murray, 
Esq., M.D., of Trinidad, West Indies, to Georgina, youngest daughter of 
the late Robert Woodall, Esq., of Ardwick, Lancashire. 

PROCTOR—LIVESEY—On Jan. 27, at the church of St. John the Divine, 
Fairfield, Liverpool, by the Rev. John Calder, incumbent, Charles Ed- 
ward Proctor, Esq., of Macclesfield, to Ellen, third daughter of James 
Livesey, Esq., Beech-hill, Fairfield. 

DEATHS. 

DIXON—On Jan. 29, suddenly, at 31 Mornington-crescent, Regent’s-park, 
Mary Ann, the wife of Thomas Henry Dixon, of 5 New Boswell-court, 
Lincoin’s-inn, Solicitor. 

PHILLIPS—On Feb. 1, at his house, 39 Gordon-square, from an attack of 
apoplexy, Charles Phillips, Esq., one of the Commissioners of her Ma- 
jesty’s Court for Relief of Insolvent Debtors. 

TURNER—On Feb, 1, at Walthamstow, in the 16th year of his age, Ed- 
ward John, eldest son of John Turner, Esq., of the above place, and of 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 

questa ~~. = 


Rnclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore-standing in the following Names will bs 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimante 
appear within Three Months :— 

CADWALLADER, Jonn, Gent., Chapel-rd., Stamford-hill, One Dividend on 
£200 per annum, Long Annuities.—Claimed by Joun CADWALLADER, the 
administrator de bonis non. 

CoLLincs, Mary, Spinster, Rochester, deceased, £200 New Three per 
Cents.—Claimed by THomAs Jonn CoTTLe, the sole executor. 

CowELL, JonN WELSFoRD, Esq., Old Bond-street, One Dividend on £2000 
Consols.—Claimed by Joun WELsFoRD CowELL. 

Dampier, Rev. Ropert, Paragon, Clifton, One Dividend on £2250 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Ropert Dampier. 

DanieL, WittiaM GeEorcGeE, Lieutenant 69th Regiment, Valetta, Malta, 
aw Dividend on £3,600 : 9 : 2 Reduced.—Claimed by W1Lt1am GeorGE 

ANIEL. 

FAULKNER, JouNn, Farmer, Wootton, Oxon, and Hannan Favutxner, his 
wife, Seven Dividends on £500 3} per Cents.—Claimed by Hannan 
FAULKNER, Widow, the survivor. 

Forster, Samuet, D.D., Shotley, Suffolk, deceased, One Dividend on 
£1642: 14: 10 Consols.—-Claimed by Epwarp STEELE, the surviving 
executor. 

Grape, EvizaBetu, Spinster, Eton, Bucks, One Dividend on £1812: 14:0 
Reduced.—Claimed by ExizaBeTH Stokes, Wife of Francis Stokes, for- 
merly Elizabeth Grape. 

Harrison, JoHN Wrovcuton, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and Mary WHITE, 
Widow, Ewhurst Mill, Guildford, £111 : 2 : 5 Consols.—Claimed by 
Exizasetu Grace Brooks. 

JARVIS, ANN, Wife of Edward Jarvis, Victualler, Charing-cross, WILLIAM 
Srrarton, Linen Draper, Strand, and Joun Rance, Gent., Duke-street, 
St. James’s, Three Dividends on £1100 3} per Cents.—Claimea by 
WILLIAM STRATTON. 

KERSsTEMAN, JoHN BrewseE, Lieutenant Ceylon Rifles, Colombo, Ceylon, 
Two Dividends on £1452: 8:6 Consols.—Claimed by Joun BREWwsE 
KERSTEMAN. 

Larken, WitttaM Pocuin, Ufford, Suffolk, and George LarkeEn, Solicitor, 
Somerton, Three Dividends on £482 : 6 : 2 34 per Cents.—Claimed by 
Wit11aM Pocuin LarKen. 

Leicuton, Louisa, Spinster, Brace Meole, Shrewsbury, One Dividend on 
£4212 : 14: 4 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp OAKELEY, administrator 
with will annexed, de bonis non. 

LisneY, ELIzabeTH, Spinster, Shepperton-cottage, New North-road, Isling- 
ton, £290 New 3 per Cents,—Claimed by Exizanera LisneEy. 

Mayne, Cuaktes Orway, Esq., Kegent’s-park, and RoBpert WILFRED 
SKEFFINGTON LutTwincE, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, Two Dividends on 
£2131 : 0: 9 Consols.—Claimed by Rosert WILFRED SKEFFINGTON 
LvUTWIDGE. 

Moore, Bartow Brass, Esq., Greenhithe, Kent, and Epwarp HARMER 
Moore, Gent., Greenhithe, Kent, £108 : 16 : 10 Consols.—Claimed by 
Epwarp HarMER Moog, the survivor. 

MUGGERIDGE, Ricnakp Micuavux, Esq., Sloperton Lodge, Dublin, One Divi- 
dend on £21,631 : 2:63} per Cents.—Claimed by Ricuarp Micaux Muc- 
GERIDGE. 

Nevinson, Epwarp, Esq., Carlisle, Sir James M‘Gricor, Director of Army 
Hospitals, Camden-hill, Kensington, ARCHIBALD CAMPBELL, Esq., Suffolk- 
st., & WiLttam Baypen, Wholesale Druggist, Cornhill, One Dividend on 
£2000 4 per Cents.—Claimed by Ronert GRant, executor of Sir James 
M‘Grigor, deceased, who was the survivor. 

Perry, Gronce Suaw, Banker, Ulverston, George Mason, Gent., Ashlack- 
hall, and Joun Starer, Gent., Hawkshead, allin Lancashire, One Divi- 
dene on £5552 : 4: 4 Consols,—Claimed by GeonGe Suaw Perry, GEorcE 
Mason, and Joun SLATER, 





Povaet, RoBERT Joan, Esq., Elms Tor, Devon, One Dividend on £1298 : 7:9 
3} per Cents.—Claimed by Ropert Joun Poucer. 

RAYNSFORD, THOMAS ALEXANDER, Esq., Charlotte-street, Bedford- 

One Dividend on £2000 4 per Cents.—Claimed by FREDERICK en 
Eyre, one of the executors. 

Rickman, WILLIAM CHARLES, Esq., Park-side, Hyde-park-corner, £299 
New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by WitL1am CaARLEs RICKMAN. 

ScarsroucH, Right Hon. and Rey. Joun Earl of, Rector of Thornhill, 
Yorkshire, deceased, £130 : 9 : 7 New 24 per Cents.—Claimed by Rey, 
Henry Torre, Clerk, the surviving executor. 

STaNLEY, BARBARA, Widow, Park-st., Westminster, Two Dividends. on 
£2050 Consols.—Claimed by Jonn Towne ey, acting executor of Pere. 
grine Edward Towneley, who was the sole executor of Barbara 8) b 

Stuart, Rey. Jonn Burnert, Vicar of Billesdon, near Leicester, anj 
ABRAHAM HorsFALt, Solicitor, Leeds, One Dividend on £5412: 14:6 
Consols.—Claimed by Jonn Burnett Stuart, and ABRAHAM Honsrats, 

Sruart, DonaLp Gorpon, Esq., Liverpool, One Dividend on £1400 Re. 
duced.—Claimed by Donatp GorDon Stuart. 

TATTERSALL, CHARLOTTE MontacuE, Widow, and Mary ANN TATTERSaLL, 
Spinster, both of Acton, £217 : 0: 10 Consols.—Claimed by CHartorre 
MonrTaGuE TATTERSALL and MARY ANN TATTERSALL. 

Wuirney, Exizasetu, Widow, Wiple-place, Kensington, Five Dividendson 
£10 per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by Gzorce Watney, her sur- 
viving executor. 

Witu14M, Most Hon. Cuartes, Marquis of Londonderry, and Capt. Ricuarp 
HarpincE, Royal Artillery, Two Dividends on £1895 : 14 : 9 Consols,— 
Claimed by Richarp HARDINGE, 

Wricut, HELEN, Spinster, Lark-hill, Worcester, JouN GAWLER Brince, 
Esq., Ludgate-hill, and Witt1am Bripgg, Esq., Dorchester, One Diyi- 
dend on £5767: 0:9 3% per Cents.—Claimed by Witt1am Bensamon 
PaTeRson, executor of WILLIAM Bripege, deceased, who was the survivor. 

ee ER 
Weirs at Zaw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

AtTKinson, ANN, daughter of the late William Grewer, of Plalstow, Essex 
(who died in 1810), and widow of Edward Atkinson, Farmer, formerly of 
Plaistow, but latterly of the Weighbridge, in the Mile-end-road (who died 
in 1844). Her next of kin to apply to C. G., 7 Dean-street, Commercial- 
road East. 

Brooke, Letit1a, Wife of Robert Brooke, Gent., deceased, formerly of Mar- 
gate; before her marriage Letitia Harding, Spinster. Her next of kin 
to send in particulars of their claims to Messrs. Brooke & Mertens, Soli- 
citors, Margate, or W. H. E. Duncan, 35 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

CrosBiE, ANN, Spinster, formerly of Kingston, Jamaica, afterwards of Spin- 
field-house, near Great Marlow, Bucks, and now of Ryton-grove, near 
Shrewsbury, a person of unsound mind. Her next of kin to apply at the 
Masters in Lunacy’s Office, 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hart, Letitia, or her Husband, Tomas Hart, who. in 1795, kept a board- 
ing-school in Dublin, or Em1ty Gunston and HARRIET GuNsTON, sisters 
of Letitia Hart, or their representatives. The next of kin to apply to 
L. Wynne, Solicitor, 46 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hussey, Epwarp, Watchmaker, 22 Wenlock-road, Hoxton New Town 
(who died on Aug. 12, 1853). His next of kin to apply to J. Atkinson, 
10 Basinghall-st. 

Moses, Fiora, Widow, Portsea, Hants (who died in 1821). Backruck », 
Barnard, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Feb. 21. 

STEvART, DoroTHEA CATHERINE, Widow, formerly of Doncaster, and late 
of Burford, Oxon (who died in Oct., 1858). Re Steuart’s Estate, Joln- 
son and Fergusson v, Bacon, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Feb. 14. 


—_—_@————— 


Railway Stock. 





RalLways. . | Mon. | Tues. 





Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| . ive 
Bristol and Exeter .... ee 9 
Caledonian......--+++++ 8636 
Chester and Holyhead. . es oe 
East Anglian eeeel oe so | ee 
Eastern Counties ......| . 624 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. . ee 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. ° oe 
East Lancashire . ° oe 
Edinburgh and Glasgow| .. 6 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. ee 294 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. oe os 
Great Northern 7, 105 42) .. 
Ditto A. Stock ..../ .. 89 oe 
Ditto B. Stock .... 137 6 137 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.) ak on 
554 § 4) 554 2 


Great Western 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk. ac 
Lancashire & Yorkshire 97 6} | 95} 6 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast 1094 x @|1094 x4 
London & North-Wstrn.. 6 | 95 
London & South-Westrn. B} 5: 953 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln. . i ie 
101} 24 
Ti 


5 


Midland peeves 
Ditto Birm. & Derby 
Norfolk ee oe es 
North British 6: 624 2 
North-Eastern (Brwck.) d 93 
Ditto Leeds 48 
T1344 


Ditto York ... 

North London ° 

Oxford, Wore. & Wolver. ‘ ° ee 

Scottish Central ae $a oe 

Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. oe 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk. ° oo 

Shropshire Union......)  .. ee « 

South Devon ....+++-++ rs d ds 


736 3 
74 
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Enoiisn Funps. Mon. 


Leasehold, Nos. 3 & 4, Denmark-terrace, same term, &c.—Sold for £320. 
Leasehold, Nos. 5, 6, , & 8, Denmark-terrace ; annual value, £166; term, 
264 years from Christmas, 1858 ; ground-rent, £15.—Sold for £300. 
Av Garraway’s.—By Messrs. Davis & VIGERS. 
Leasehold Business Premises, Nos. 77 & 78, Wood-street, > esate, AS 





Tt 


1860) .. ae 1, 3-16 
Do. > Seen 5, 


1860 

ae eeresseieds: Jan. 5, 
1880) . 

Do. 30 years (exp. Apr. 5, 
1885 


India Stock............ ‘a 
India Loan Debentures.. < 9 
8 


India Scrip, Seeond Issue sa 
India Bonds (£1,000) .. 23826 248 
. 24s24sp 
343 37s 








‘Ditto P = 
Exch. bis (Sali. Di ces ‘ «e 
Do. Cadvertised)’ Mar. 
Ditto June 
Exch. ~re 1858, 33 


per Cent. 
Exch. Bonds, i858, 33 
per Cent. .......06.- 1002 


























Estate Brchange Weport. 


(For the week ending January 27, 1859.) 
At THe Mart.—By Messrs. Dantet, Smrra, Son, & OAKLEY. 
Freehold Residence, No. 15, Kensington-park-gardens ; let under an agree- 
ment for 7 years from Midsummer, 1857, at an annual rent of £145.— 
Sold for £2140. 
Freehold Residence, No: 16, Kensington-park-gardens ; let on lease for 21 
— from Lady-day, 1858, at a rent of £168 yer annum.—Sold for 


freehold Residence, No. 17, Kensington-park-gardens ; let under an agree- 
ment for 5 years from Midsummer, 1857, at £145 per annum.—Sold for 


Freehold Resideace, No. 14, Stanley-gardens, Ladroke-road, Notting-hill ; 
let under an agreement for 5 years from Michaelmas, 1856, at £150 per 
annum.—Sold for £2100. 

Freehold Residence, No. 15, Stanley-gardens, Ladbroke-road, Notting-hill; 
let for a term of 5 years from March, 1857, at the annual rent of £130, 
—Sold for £1900. 

By Messrs. Cutnnock & GaLsworTHy. 

Lease and Goodwili, Dying and Calendering business, No. 45, Warwick- 
street, nt-street ; held for 61 years from July, 1858, at £74 per 
annum.—Sold for £870. 

Leasehold Improved Ground-rents, £83: 15:0 per annum, arising from 
Nos. 1, 2, & 5, to 24, Shannon-terrace, and Nos. 27, 30, & 31, Middleton- 
terrace, Dalston,—Sold for £1190. 

By Messrss Futter & Horsry. 

Leasehold Corner Shop rhe Dwelling-house, No, 1, Sloane-street, Knights- 
bridge; term, 444 years from June, 1858; rent, £160 per annum.— 
Sold for £400. 

A Policy for £2000 in the London Life Association, on the life of a gentle- 
beg om aged 76 next birthday; reduced annual premium, £13: 13: 7.—Sold 

APalicy for for £3000, in same office, on the life of a gentleman, aged 62 next 
birthday ; reduced annual premium, £20 : 16: 1.—Sold for £1700. 

A Policy for £3000, same office, on the life of a gentleman, aged 47 next 
birthday ; reduced annual premium, £18 : 11 : 11.—Sold for £1100. 

By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovsrre.p. 

Freehold House, No. 8 & 9, Sheppey-place, Gravesend; let at £35 per 

annum.—Sold for £300. 
old oye No. 74, Union-road, East-road, Hoxton; let at £22: 12:0 
93 years from Midsummer, 1813; ground-rent, £2.— 


ee, Nos. 70, 71, & 72, Union-street ; let at £62:8:0 per annum; 
hs rs from June, 1811; ground-rent, £6.—Sold for £280. 
agian ouses with Shops, Nos. 1 & 2, Cross-street, Hoxton ; let on 
lease at £50 per annum ; term, 97 years from June, 1811; ground-rent, 
£8: 4:0.—Sold for £570. 
Leasehold ps ag ~. 72 & 73, Nicholas-street, Hoxton ; let at £44 per 
a term, 61 years from March, 1835; ground-rent, £7.—Sold for 
— Nos. 39, 40, & 41, Nicholas-street ; let at £60 per annum; held 
60 years from Michaelmas, 1839 ; ground-rent, £9.—Sold for £420. 
Ih Nos. 11, 12, & 13, or John- -street, High-street, Hoxton ; let 
£56 per annum ; Procar ~D years from Midsummer, 1836 ; ground- 
pe £7:5:8. —Sold fi for £335. 
soggy House, No. 14, Robert-street, Hoxton; let at £24 per annum ; 
term, 43} years from Lady-day, 1829; ground-rent, £4.—Sold for £140. 
The Moiety of a Leasehold Ground-rent of £54 per annum, arising out of 
— Nos. 5, 6,7, 9, 10, & 11, Maberly-terrace, Balls-pond ; term, 61 
years from Midsummer, 1825.—Sold for £205. 
The Absolute Reversion to £763: 18:8, Three per cent. Reduced Annuities, 
Teceivable on the decease of a lady, aged 50 years.—Sold for £180. 
Mr. SEARLE. 
“Gane Residences, Nos. 1 ik 2, Denmark-terrace, Cold Harbour-lane, 
Famberwell let at £72 per annum; rm ‘tie: years from Christmas, 
858 ; ground-rent, £2:15:0,—Sold for 





in the rear, also a plot of land adjoining, with 
Silver-street; No. 77, held 19 years from Midsummer, 1847, at £421: 16:0 
per annum ; No. 78, for 21 years from April, 1852, at £105 per annum ; 
and the land in Silver-street, for 60 years from March, 1857, at ground- 
rent of £72: 11:6 per annum, also subject to the payment of £94: 12:6 
per annum, for 44 years from Christmas, 1858.—Sold for £1000. 

By Mr. MURRELL. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 3, Blackheath-terrace, Blackheath; term, 81 

years from Christmas, 1838 ; ground-rent, £12 per annum.—Sold for 


—_—_+—— 
London Crazettes. 


Bankrupls. 
Turspay, Feb. 1, 1859. 

ALLEN, Wiu1a4m, Shoe Maker, Wellingborough, Northamptonshire, 
Com. Goulburn: Feb. 14, at 1; and Mar. 14, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Pennell. Sols. West, 3 Charlotte-row, London; or Murphy & Shar- 
man, Wellingborough. Pet. Jan. 31. 

BARTLETT, Tuomas Barnett, Draper, 6 Middle-row, Knightsbridge. 
Com. Goulburn: Feb. 14, at 1; and Mar. 14, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Nicholson. Sol. Daniel, Albion-chambers, 11 Adam-st., Adelphi, 
Pet. Jan. 28. 

BEASLEY, Josepu, jun,, Iron Master, Haltwistle, Northumberland. Com. 
Ellison : Feb. 11 and Mar. 15, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Reece, 104 New-st., Birmingham; or 
Chartres, Grey-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Jan, 14, 

COOK, Wtu1aM, sen., Farmer, Great Harrowden, Northamptonshire. 
Com. Fane: Feb. 11 and Mar. 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Cannan. Sols. Becke & Metcalfe, 1b Bedford-row ; or Becke, North- 
ampton. et. Jan. 27. 

FOLLETT, Henry, Ship Builder, Dartmouth. Com. Andrews: Feb. 9 and 
Mar. 10, at 11 (not 1, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette); Exeter. 
Of. Ass, Hirtzel. Sols. Smith, Dartmouth; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. 
Jan. 25, < 

GOSS, Apam Bannister, Brewer, Ormskirk. Com. Perry: Feb. 15 and 
Mar. 9, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sols. Anderson & Collins, 
58 Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet. Jan. 19. 

HARRATT, Cartes, Iron Merchant & Ship Owner; 2 Royal Exchange- 
bidgs., Canning-town, Bow-creek. Com. Holroyd: Feb. 15, at 2.30; 
and Mar. 15, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Lee. Sol, Hilleary, 5 Fen- 
church-bldgs. Pet. Jan. 29. 

HORTON, Samvet Tuomas, Builder, Roath, Cardiff. Com. Hill: Feb. 14 
and Mar. 15, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Miller. Sols. Waldron, Cardiff; 
or Beyan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. Jan. 26. 

MILLER, James, Painter, 11 St. Andrew-st., Cambridge. Com. Evans: 
Feb. 11, at 11; and Mar. 10, at 2; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Bell. Sol. 
Hewett, Nicholas-lane. Pet. Jan. 29. 

MORRIS, Jonn, Shoe Manufacturer, Great Bridge and Wednesbury, Staf- 
fordshire. Com. Sanders: Feb. 4 and Mar. 7, at 11; Birmingham. 
Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Smith, Birmingham. Pet. Jan. 18. 

ROGERS, Antuur, Draper, Dundalk, Louth, and of Castle Blaney, Mona- 
ghan, Ireland. Feb. 15 and Mar. 8, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Potts. 
Sols. Slater & Myers, Manchester. Pet. Jan. 25. 

SALMON, Henry Curwen, Share Dealer, late of 38 Coburg-st., Plymouth, 
and previously of Sigford, near Ashburton, formerly of Shute, near Tot- 
ness, Devonshire, and late a prisoner for debt in the gaol of that county. 
Com. Andrews: Feb. 12, at 11; and Mar. 14, at 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. 
Hirtzel. Sol. Stogdon, Exeter. Pet, Jan. 14. 

VANES, Joun Hoxtis, Tanner, Stourport and Dudley, Worcestershire. 
Com. Sanders: Feb. 11 and Mar. 4, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Warrington, Dudley ; or James & Knight, Birmingham, 


Pet. Jan. 31. 
Farway, Fed. 4, 1859. 

BARFIELD, Henry, & Joun Witt1am Martin, Grocers, 22 High-st., 
Woolwich. Com. Fonblanque: Feb. 15, at 12.30; and Mar. 18, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Graham. Sols. Leopard & Gammon, 9 Cloak- 
lane. Pet. Feb. 2. 

COLLEN, Georeeg, Plumber, Stowmarket. Com. Holroyd: Feb. 22, at 3; 
and March 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Jay, 14 
Bucklersbury ; or Jay & Pilgrim, Norwich. Pet. Jan. 22. 

FORD, Henry, Draper, Beaumont-sq., Mile-end. Com. Evans; Feb. 11, at 
12; and Mar. 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og Ass. Bell. Sols. George & 
Donning, Sise-lane. et, Feb. 1. 

MARSHALL, Ricnarp Lewis, Coach Maker, Lanivet, Cornwall. Com. 
Andrews: Feb. 16 and Mar. 14, at 11; Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. 
Bishop & Wreford, Fowey ; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. Feb. 2. 

MONTGOMERY, Joun, Furniture Broker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Feb. 
15, at 11; and Mar. 9, at 2; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Cazenove. Sols. 
Dodge & Wynne, 7 Union-ct., Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet, Jan. 26. 

RANDELL, James, Builder, Devizes. Com. Hill: Feb. 15 and Mar. 15, at 
11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols. Norris, Devizes; or Abbott, Lucas, 
& Leonard, Bristol. Pet. Jan. 31. 

RUSSELL, Samuet, Engraver, 3 Darnley-ter., Gravesend. Com. Holroyd : 
Feb. 18 and Mar. 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Edwards. Sols. 
Hand, 22 Coleman-st. Pet. Feb. 1. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Tugspay, Feb. 1, 1859. 

Bain, ALEXANDER, Electric Clock Maker, 43 Old Bond-st. Feb. 23, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Oech Henry, Warehouseman, 87 Watling-st. Feb. 22, at 2.30; Ba- 
si l-st. 

Corker, Epwakp, Timber Merchant; Fore-st., Edmonton. Feb. 23, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 

DensicH, Joun, Hearth Rug Manufacturer, 28 Duncan-ter., and 224 Bryan- 
st., Islington. Feb. 24, at 11.30; hall-st 

Doncaster, WILtiay, Builder, Love-lane, Watouerib. Feb, 24, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. 
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FArrey, Peleg Grocer, Bedford. Feb. 23, at 11.80; ae me 

Forp, Danret MeREWETHER, Carrier, Blossoms-inn, Lawrence-lane, Cheap- 
side. ‘Feb. 23, at 1; Basinghall-st, 

Gent, Georcr, Grocer, South-row, New-rd., St. Pancras, late of North- 
ampton. Feb, 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Goppaxp, Groxar, Licensed Victualler, Blue Posts, Berwick-st., Oxford- 
= and Crown and Grapes, Little Newport-st. Feb. 22, at 12; Basing- 

Hinpnaver, Mary, & Artuur FeRDINAND DE Neumann, Timber Mer- 
chants, Newcastle-upon- . Feb, 25, at 12; Newcastle-upon- le 

MERRIMAN, JOHN, Draper, South Shields. Feb. 23, at 12; Newcastle-upon- 


MONTEFIORE, Jacos, & JosepH BaRnow Monreriore, Merchants, George- 
st., Mansion-house, and recently of Nicholas-lane. Feb, 23, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Natan, Patuip, Miller, Warren Mills, near Belford. Feb. 15, at 12; New- 
castle-upon- Tyne. 

PARKER, FREDERICK Henry, & Joun Bauspon, Wine & Spirit Merchants, 
Bristol. Feb. 24, at 11; Bristol. 

Pairs, Henry, Draper, Cornbury-pl., a Kent-rd., and of North-st., 
Brighton. Feb. 23, at 12.30; Basinghall- 

Picea, Ropert, Grocer, North Tud ‘uddenham. Feb. 11, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
st. 

PoLpING, WiL114M, Cotton Spinner, Livesey. Feb. 23, at 12; Manchester. 

Saperove, Wi1114M, jun., & Ricnarp Rasa, Cabinet Makers and Uphol- 
sterers, Eldon-st., Finsbury, and Dunning’s-alley, Bishopsgate-st. Feb. 
22%, at 12; Basinghall 


Sur, JAMES Ferry, Timber Merchant, Poole. Feb. 23, at 2; Basinghall- - 


seman, Joun, Coffee-house Keeper, Wigan. Feb. 22, at 12 ; Manchester. 
a Taomas, Coal Merchant, Leicester. Feb. 29, at 11; Not- 
ingham. 
— ooo Printer, and Wine Merchant, Birmingham. Feb. 25, at 11; 
rm 
WATERS, Wititam Epwakp, Wholesale Milliner, 26 Haverstock-st., City- 
rd. Feb. 23, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 


Fray, Fed. 4, 1859. 

ApAms, Samvrt, Banker, Ware, Hertford (Samuel Adams & Co.) Feb. 
Bb, af 1; Basinghall-st. ; 

ALLEN, eeeooode eeper, Alfreton, Derby. Feb. 26, at 10; Council- 

ARwsBy, GrorcE Exins, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Earl’s Barton, North- 
ampton. Feb. 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Banrciay, Davin, Leather Manufacturer, 174 Richardson-st., and 67 Long- 
“ne Bermondsey (David Barclay & Co.) Feb. 25, at 12; Basing- 

-st. 

CoLDWELL, THOMAS are Worsted Spinner, Wakefield, Feb. 25, at 11; 
Com mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Extey, Caartes, Corn Factor, Wakefield. Feb. 25, at 11; Commercial- 


bldgs., 

a a Henny, Merchant, 17 Gracechurch-st. Feb. 15, at 11; Basing- 
-st. 

Hatey, Wiitiam, Hatter, Leeds. Feb. 25, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 

Heap, THomas, Apothecary, Hanley. Feb. 28, at 11; Birmingham. 

INcE, aan Apothecary, 3 Wilton-st., Grosvenor-sq. Feb. 17, at 11; Ba- 


se Tuomas, Draper, [Staveley. % Feb. 26, at 10; Council-hall, 

Marks, Jonn, Coach Maker, Bell-st., Paddington, Long-acre, and Victoria- 
st. North, Melbourne, Australia. Feb. 25, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Rive, GrorcE, & Tuomas JACKsoN, Stationers, Sheffield ; sep. est. of G, 
Ridge. Feb. 26, at 10; Sheffield. 

ToMLINSON, THOMAS, Corn Merchant, Winterton, Lincolnshire, trading in 
copartnership with Joun Bork, Isaac Burkitt, & Joun BurKILL, 
jun. (Tomlinson & Burkill). Feb, 25, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Turton, Joun, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Mar. 1, at 11; Shire- 


hall, Nottingham. 

Watrers, Henry, & BensamMin Watters, Dru; Alfreton, Derbyshire ; 
sep. est. B. Walters; Feb. 26, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 

Wricat, ANrHonNy GEORGE, BmpuLrn JOHN Wricur, Henry Rostnson, & 
EpMunD WILLIAM JeRnincHaM, Bankers, 6 Henrietta-st., Covent-garden 
(Wright & Co.) Feb. 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Wrtcat, Samvet, Grocer, Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent. Mar. 7, at 11; Bir- 


am. 
: CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting, 
Touespay, Feb. 1, 1859. 
Cpa, ‘THomas, Grocer, Briton Ferry, Neath. ' Mar. 1, at 11; 


Haypen, Tomas, Cotton Spinner, Bishopwearmouth. Feb. 23, at 12.30; 
-areade, Newcastle-upon- 
— Dasirt, Cutler, 87 Park-st., Grosvenor-sq. Feb. 24, at 11; Ba- 
8 

MERRIMAN, JouN, Draper, South Shields. Feb. 23, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-u; Tyne. 

MircuEtmore, Grorce Humaerstone, Builder, 9 Fitzroy-ter., Southamp- 
ton-rd., Haverstock-hill. Feb. 22, at 12; all-st. 

Oax, Wriitam Coventry, & CHaR.es Hastines Kash Bankers, Blandford 
Forum, Dorset. Feb. 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

—_ Ricnagp, Watchmaker, Okehampton. Feb. 24, at 11; Queen-st., 


Snap, Epwarp, Miller, Pinchbeck. Feb. 22, at 11; Nottingham. 


Farivar, Feb, 4, 1859. 
Bevan, Henny, Licensed Victualler, Bristol. Mar. 1, at 11; Bristol. 
Biackaam, Groror (Blackham Brothers), Grocer, Birmingham. Mar. 4, 
at 11; Birmingham. 
Burrow, Tuomas, Cattle Dealer, Shrawley, Worcestershire. Feb, 25, 
at 11; Birmingham. 
EAUD, Georce Wasmineton (G. W. Ohasseand & Co.), Merchant, 
late of 29 Austin-friars, now of County-chambers Cornhit. Fob. 25, 
, Basinghall-st. 
CiaRke, James Heron, Grocer, Bury New-rd., Manchester. Feb. 25, 
at 1; Manchester. 


Cocam, JOSEPH, Grocer, Swinton, Yorkshire. Feb. 26, at 10; Sheffield, 





GLEpHItt, Wit11AM, Plumber & Glazier, Monkfrystone, Yorkshire. Feb. 2%, : 


at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

PEARSALL, WILtiam, Victualler, Kidderminster. Feb. 28, at 11; Bir. 
mingham. 

Potten, James, & James ALEXANDER PotpEN, Fishing Tackle Manufac- 
turers, 29 Castle-st., Leicester-sq. Feb. 26, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

RoceErs, *WituaM, Publican, Odell Arms, George- st., nee word teade 
the “ Trafi Warwick- 


falgar,” Latymer-rd., and see Arm 

Kensington. Feb. 25, at 1.30; Basinghall 

THORNTON, JOSEPH GOODBARN, Watchmaker, Richmond, Yorkshire. Feb. 
25, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Waitt, Tuomas, Saddler, Tonbri Feb. 25, at 1.30; hall-st. 

WitiaMs, WILLIAM, Innkeeper, Melton Mowbray. Mar. 1, at 11; Shire. 
hall, Nottingham. 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tusspay, Feb, 1, 1859. 

Barnes, Joun Tomas, Builder, Maryland-point, Stratford, late of 15 
Lower Queen’s-row, Pentonville. Jan. 26, 2nd class. 

Binns, Tomas, Iron Merchant, Deighton. Jan. 21, Ist class. 

Conseck, Joun, Tea Dealer, Lower Bebbington. Jan. 21, 3rd class. 

Dates, Joun, & Bensamin Dates, Builders, 20 George-st., Westimins- 
ter, and Times Wharf, Pimlico, and Canada West, North ‘America. Jan, 
26, Ist class. 

Davis, Joun Tuomas, Grocer, Alton, Hants. Jan. 26, 3rd class. 

Dawes, Bensamin, Grocer, Kinfare, Staffordshire. Jan. 24, 8rd class, 

EALAND, Epwin NATHANIEL, Plumber, Birmingham. Jan. 28, ard class, 

Epwarps, Wi1aM A., & THomas WurrLock, Bottle Merchants, 7 Upper 
Thames-st. Jan. al, 3rd class. 

Forp, RicHarD, Licensed Victualler, Wolverhampton. Jan. 28, 3rd class. 

Haxey, WitttaM, Hatter, Jan, 21, 2nd class. 

Jackson, GeorGE, Decorative Designer, 17 Brazenose-st., Manchester. Jan. 
26, 2nd class. 

JuxEs, RicHARD, Iron Master, Liversedge Iron Works, York. Jan. 24, 2nd 
class. 

Puitiires, Pump, Merchant & Brewer, late of Crowland, Lincolnshire, 
now of Spaiding, Dealer in Cattle. Jan. 25, 3rd class. 

PrinGie, Exspon, Ship Owner, Southport. Jan. 24, 2nd class. 

ScuLLY, "AMBROSE, Ironmonger, Bradford. Jan. 25, 3rd class. 

SHEPPARD, James, Licensed Victualler, Spread Eagle-hotel, "Wandsworth, 
Jan. 21, 3rd class. 

SPENCER, "FREDERICK, Mercer, Birmingham. Jan. 28, 3rd class. 

Taytor, AGNES, Provision Dealer, Newcastle-under-Lyme. Jan. 28, 3rd 
class. 

Waters, WILLIAM Epwarb, Wholesale Milliner, 26 Haverstock-st., City- 
rd. Jan, 26, 3rd class, 


Fray, Feb. 4, 1859. 

Bartiss, Mosts Buttock, Tailor, 1 Sloane-st., Knightsbridge. Jan. 31, 
2nd class. 

Bryan, Tomas, Hatter, Liverpool. Jan. 28, 2nd class. 

CarIsTIAN, Henry, Coffee Merchant, 9 Mincing-lane. Jan. 26, 3rd class. 

Pr JOSEPH RANDALL, Farmer, Chalfont St. Giles, Bucks. Feb. 3, 

2nd class. 

Hanson, Josepu, Grocer, Halifax. Jan. 28, 3rd class. 

Hatton, RicsarD, Stationer, 35 Brudeneli-pl., New North-rd., Hoxton, 
Feb. 1, 3rd class, 

— Grorcz, Trunk Maker, Above Bar, Southampton. Jan. 27, 2nd’ 
class. 

Lyon, Henry Parti, Licensed Victualler, 28 & 29 Brooke-st., Holborn, 
Jan.'27, 2nd class. 

Neweass, Henry, Dealer in Photographic Apparatus, 67 Newgate-st. 
Feb. 1, 3rd class. 

Rosinson, Rosert, & Joun Rosson, Upholstere’ bd Rg genes Caven- 
dish-sq., and 14 Little Portland-st. Feb. 3, 

Tonks, JoHN, Printer, Birmingham. Jan. 29, 3rd ba 

Wricat, Ropert, & Groner Extiorr Wnricut, Wharfingers, Leeds, and 
17 Harp-lane, Middlesex (R. & G. E. Wright). Jan. 28, 2nd class. 

Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, Feb. 1, 1859, 

Covtson, James, Grocer, Harwich. Jan. 26. Trustees, R. A. Wilson 

Tea Dealer, Idol-lane, Gt. Tower-st.; E. Sewell, Merchant, Ipswich. 
Turner, Aldermanbury. 

Exwin, Joun Rexnoups, Grocer, Dover. Jan. 21. Trustees, T. Norwood, 
Tallow Chandler, Dover; J. A. Wells, Ch 42 
Creditors to execute on before April 21. Sod. 

Harpy, JouN, Farmer, Halloughton, Jan. 11. 

Bankers’ Clerk, Southwell. Sol. Shilton, N: 

HorsFat1, Jou, & Henny Horsrawn, Mocohente, 

tees, J. Appley' » Manufacturer, Halifax ; W. 
Oxenhope ; T. W. George, Dyer, Leeds; J. fe ag Man 
ley. Creditors to execute on or before Feb. 10. Sol. Smith, Leeds. 


Suarre, WittiaM, Farmer, Market Deeping. Jan. 12. feb neny Wy of 


fer, Gent., South Thoresby; A. Millington, Farmer, 
hy Plawright, Farmer, Pinchback ; G. Ingoldby, Accountant, 
bk Creditors to execute on or before April 12. Sol, 


Spalding. 
SMALLMAN, Crrartes, Farmer, Castle Farm, Jan. 25, Trust, 
A. Fellows, Maltster, Shite Sol. Phillips, 


‘Woo.nouse, ELIzaBere, Grocer, Sheffield. Jan. 25, Zrwatee, J. Woolley, ' 
Manager, Sheffield. Sob 


Tobacconist, Sheffield; W. Brown, Bank 
Brown, Sheffield, 

WraTHALL, Sterpnen, Farmer, Linton, Yorkshire. Jan. 19. Trustees, 
J. Birbeck, Yeoman, sneeeed, Burnsall; W. Ackernley, Aireville, 
Skipton. Sol, Heelis, Skipton, 

Fatway, Feb, 4, 1859. 

Butyeat, Feeuin, Lace Manufactuser, Hyson-green, Ni 
Feb. 1. Trustees, J. Cropper, Lace aren, Eee, 
Dyers , Nottingham ; J. Whitaker, Public Accountant, N 
ditors to execute within 3 months. Sol, Wa Ni 

Daws, Isaac, Wheelwright, Broade 
ley, Ironfounder, Commercial-rd,, Exeter; W. Salter, B 
clist. Creditors to execute within 3 months, Sol, H 

Lonewortn, Henry, Publican, Manchester. 

Brewer, Chester-rd. Sol, Bond, Manchester. 
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Sunpox, MicuakEL, Grocer, Nunnington, Yorkshire, ‘in. 28, Trusts, 
gmith, Gent., New Malton; T. Stamper, Farmer, Nunningten ; 
Draper, Whitby. Creditors to execute within 3 matt i 
Sol. Jackson, New Malton, 
, JouN Epwin, Baker, Bute-st., Cardiff. Jan.7. Trustees, R. 
Davies, "Grocer, Cardiff; T. A. Garthwaite, Merchant, Bristol. Credi- 
tors to execute within 3 months. Sol. Henderson, Bristol. 

GrocHBERY, BENJAMIN BurkitT, Printer, Hastings. Jan. 8. Trustees, B 
Breeds, Accountant, Hastings; H. Polhill, Butcher, Hastings. Bol. 
Young, Hastings. 

Wawtiss, Rosert, Grocer, Marske, Yorkshire. Jan. 18. Trustees, W. 
Benington, Merchant, Stockton, Durham; W. Thwaites, Auctioneer, 
Redear, Yorkshire. Creditors to execute within 3 months, Sol. Dodds, 


Wusort, Joun Denton, Earthenware Dealer, Liverpool. Jan. 18. Trus- 
tees, E. J. Ridgway, Earthenware Manufacturer, Hanley, Staffordshire ; 
L, Elliott, Earthenware Dealer, Burslem, Staffordshire. Creditors to 
oe on or before Mar, 1. Sol. Harvey, Liverpool. 
Waar, Cuartes, Gent., Burton-upon-Stather, Lincolnshire. Jan. 19. 
Trustee, 8. Robinson, Draper, Winterton. Creditors to execute within 3 
months. Sol. Liversidge, Winterton. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
' Tuespay, Feb, 1, 1859, 


ButinenaM, James, Farmer, Church Lawford, Warwickshire (who died in 
or about Dec, 1857). Billingham’s estate, Frankton v. Billingham, M: R. 
Last Day for Proof, Mar. 1. 

Burren, Exizaseru, Walcot, Bath (who died in or about March, —_~ 
Martin v. Laud & Others, V. 0, Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 2 

Cooper, Benyamin, Cordwainer, Great Farringdon, Berks (who died : “or 
about iy se. Cooper v. Coper & Another, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 

Be Prog, Feb 

_. CARTERET , WittiaM, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Park-rd., Clap- 
ham-park, and Middle Temple (who died i in or about Oct. 1858). Millett 
¢, Dulling, V. C. Stuart. Day for Proof, Feb. 22. 

Gtass, GEorGE Deare, Indigo Planter, formerly of Dacca, East Indies, and 
afterwards at 12 Villiers-st., Strand (who died in or about July, 1853). 
Glass v. Glass & Low, V. . C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, July 21. 

Grace, Henny, White Lead Manufacturer, Stockwell-common, and Beth- 
nal-green, and formerly of Old-st., St. Luke's, Colour Manufacturer (who 
died in Aug. 1858), Grace v, Grace, M, R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 1. 

Ksyyepy, Joun, Gent., Claremont-sq., Clerkenwell (who died on or about 
the Dec. 24, 1856). Carmichael v. Boyle, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for 
Proof, Feb. 18. 

Igacu, Jonn WitLtam, Commission Merchant, Swansea (who died in or 
about the month of Noy. 1852). M*Donald and Another v. Richardson, 

arten, V.C. Stuart. Last day for Proof, Mar. 21. 

Psywapo, Racnet Ropricves, Spinster, 2 Lansdowne-pl., Hackney (who 
died in or about the month of March, 1855), Peynado and Wife v, Pey- 
nado, V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Feb. 15. 

Rivers, Mary, Widow, Twickenham (who died in or about the month of 
April, 1857). Rivers, an Infant (by Barrow, his next friend), v. Tombs 
and Others, V. C. Stuart, Last Day for Proof, Mar. 1. 

Stewart, Mary, Ba roa formerly af 50 Grand-rue Batignolles, Paris, 
afterwards of 6 Rue Trezel-avenue, Clichy, Batignolles, 6, Impasse 
Trezel-avenue, Clichy, Batignolles; 26 Rue Notre Dame des Victoires, 
Paris, and late of 1 Bis, Rue Riboute, Faubourg Poissonnitre, Paris (who 
died in or about the month of Aug., 1842). Thompson v. Fortune 
and Others, M.R. Last Day for Proof,*Mar. 1. 

Toonz, Witttam Txomas, Esq., Ightfield-house, at age oy (who died on 
or about May 27, 1858). Toone v. Baker and Others,M.R. Last Day 
Sor Proof, Feb. 28 





Fripay, Feb. 4, 1859. 


Bock, Francis, Cattle Dealer, Clarborough, Notts (who died in or about 
pad 1857). Re Buck’s F wpe cys Justice v. Hall & Bailey, V. C. Stuart. 


ae ee 
lupan, Esq., a ng Tag (who died on or about June 8, 
Guedalla, M R. 


1858). locates v . Last Day for Proof, Mar. 1. 
Jonts, JonN, Ouetenee, 2 Wellesley-ter., Wellington-st., Islington (who died 
on or about May 26 Wing Re Jones’ Estate, Jones v. Cohen, M. R. 


jay for Proof, Mar. 5 
Krronen, ag Henry, Clerk, Cockermouth, Cumberland (who died in- 
or about Dec,, 1857). Kitchen v. Kitchen & Kitchen, V, C. 
4 ne ne Fal ‘or Proof, Mar. 2, 

ronmonger, Sunderland, Durham (who died in or about 
). tie Nixon’s Estate, Henderson v. Crookes & Another, V. C. 

Last Da; feu fr Eveg, Mar, 19. 
low, Romford, Essex (who died in or about Aug., oe 

Twyford & Brittain, V. C. Stuart. 


Lucy, Spinster, Swindon (who died in or about the month of{Dec., 
1857), Atherton v. Passmore, M. R. Last Day for , Mar. 
Hurenis, sen. (who died on “Mar. i6, 1857), and 
Tuomas. aioe Tuompson, jun. (who died on Aug, 29, 1857), both of 
arwickshire. Tuckley v. Thompson - Infant), and Potter 
and Wife, yh Wood. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 

Tuorwe, | PEREGRINE Francis, formerly of Dunkirk, France, but for 
six months and upwards prior to his decease travelling in the Danubian 
Principalities and in nig yd died in orabout the month of July, 
1854), Huxham v. Thorne, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 1. 
1eraM, WILLIAM, Esq., bye and Seely 4 95 Herts (who 
died in or about Jan. 1858) Last Day for Proof, 
‘TLLson, Pgs rm alan Farmer, formerly of Knaploft, afterwards of Husbands 
Bosworth, Leicestershire Jeg ted in Jan., 1850). Higginson v. Block- 
Wo C. Kindersley. for Proof, Feb, 24. 

RIGHT, CLARISSA 1 Og Spinter, late of Osnaburgh-st., Regent’s-park, 
ly of 4 ae outh (who died in or about July, 1856). 
be Wrights, Estate . Wright, M.R. Last Day for Proof, 


WHindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Turspay, Feb. 1, 1859. 
Untimirep in CHANCERY. 


Barrisy Cotowtat & Foreian Suean Company.—V. C. Kindersley: Peti- 
tion for dissolution ; Feb. 11, 








Can cx Crnow Munwe Caueant, a: “C Wood : Petition for dissolution ; 
12, 

Ins Waste Lanp Improvement Soctety.—V. C. Kindersley: call on the 
Contributories for four pounds per share. Feb, 11, at 3; V. C. Kinders- 
ley’s Chambers, 

Mrxon Great Consots CorpreR Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood: settle- 
ment of the list of Contributories. Feb. 21, at 12; VY. C, Wood's 
Chambers, 

Nationat Parent Steam Foust Company.—YV. C. Kindersley: W. 15s. per 
share on all the Contributories. Feb. 10, at 12; 57 Coleman-st, 


Frivay, Feb. 4, 1859. 
LiMiTED, IN BANKRUPTCY, 


Leicester Spinninac Company (Limirep),—Mr, Com. Sanders: Andit 
Accounts and Dividend. Mar. 1, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 


Scotch Sequestrations: 
Turspay, Fed. 1, 1859. 

Brown, Tomas, Boot & Shoe Maker, Cupar. Feb. 9, at 12: Buist’s Royal- 
hotel, Cupar. Seg. Jan. 28 

Parx, ALEXANDER, Foo sh ag in Glasgow. Feb. 4, at 12; Carrick’s Royal- 
hotel, 50 George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Jan. 27. 

Penney, Henry, Varnish Merchant, 4 nA Baker-st., Portman-sq. 
Feb. 5, at 11; ‘Lew’ 's-hotel, Stornoway. Seq. Jan, 27. 


. Surra, —_, Bookseller, Arbroath. Feb. 9, at + ‘Royal-hotel, Arbroath. 


Seq. Jan. 29, 
Frupay, Feb. 4, 1859. 


Greeor, Witt1aM, Cabinet Maker, Coatbridge, Lanarkshire. Feb. 14, at 
12; Coatbridge-inn, Coatbridge. Seg. Feb, 1. 

Hackett, James, Commission Agent, Allison-sq., Edinburgh. Feb. 12, at 
2; Johnston’s en Cotfee Room and Hotel, Nicolson-st,, Edin- 
burgh. Seg. Jan. 2! 

MaTHESON, JOHN Senta, + pom Elgin. Feb. 19, at 12; Gordon-arms- 
hotel, Elgin. Seg. Feb 

Maruueson, Duncan, & oe Marateson, Boot & Shoe Makers, Glasgow. 
Feb, 10, at 1; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Jan. 31. 

Murray, WiLi14M, Hotel keeper, London-hotel, St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh, 
Feb. 8, at 3; Crown-hotel, Princes-st., Edinburgh. Seq. Jan. 31. 

Snoperass, Witt1aM, Sheriff Officer, Stewarton. Feb. 8, at 11; Black 
Bull-hotel, Portland-st., Kilmarnock. Seg. Jan. 29. 








TEETH. 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES ; composed of substanceg better suited, che- 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description, From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is entirely obviated, stumps are rei 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street, Consultation gratis. 

“Messrs. Gabriel’s improvements are truly important, and will repay a 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto,”—* Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857, 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 

REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES, 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 
Cuarrman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Reeorder of Lendon. 

Deputy-CHarrmMan—Nassau W. Senior, - late Master in Chancery, 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the Office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 








NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Removed from aaa 


By Her Maggsty’s Roya Lert: 
EWLY-INVENTED "APPLICATION of ca 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELEY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, Lower GROSVENOR-STREET, 
SOLE tpt Bd AND PATENTEE. 

A new, original, and invaluable invention, 
with the most absolute perfection and sce of CHEMICALLY PE 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining 
the gold or bone frame. 

The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted ina 
few of their most prominent features: re sharp edges are avoided ; no 
spring wires or fastenings are required; a greatly rane at 
suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, and 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured; while from 
the softness and flexibility of the agent pone sens the greatest support is 
given to the on sag | teeth when loose or rendered tender by the 
tion of the gums, e acids of the mouth exert no agency on the 
mically-prepared India-rubber, and, as it is a non-conductor, fluids of 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of smell 
taste being at the same time wholly provided against by the peculiar 
of its preparation. 
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i ABGARET DU CROZ, deceased.—Solicitors anj 
others, having papers or documents relating to the above-named 
Lady, late of Regent-square, St. Pancras, previously of Brook-street, 
Holborn, Chancery-lane and Burton-crescent, are requested to commugj. 
cate ‘er Messrs. Watson & Sons, Solicitors, 12, Bouverie-street, Flegt. 
street, E.C. 

AW.—WANTED bya Young Man, age 23, an —. 


Engagement as COPYING CLERK, in a Solicitor’s office. Good MAY’S PARLIAMENTARY PRACTICE, 
references. F Editi 
Address, M., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office. ourth Edition. 


This day is published, one thick volume, 8vo, 31s. 6d. cloth, 
AW.—A SOLICITOR, (of money connection), who 


PRACTICAL TREATISE on the LAW 
is a good CONVEYANCER and GENERAL MANAGER desires an PRIVILEGES, PROCEEDINGS, and USAGE of PARLIAMENT, 
engagement. With a view to 2 partnership or ultimate purchase pre- 


By THOMAS ERSKINE MAY, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-g. 
ferred. 


Law; Clerk Assistant of the House of Commons. Fourth edition, revised 
Address, B. A., Messrs. Witherby, Law Stationers, Great-turnstile, | and enlarged. Contents:—Book I. Constitution, Powers, and Pri 
Linclon’s-inn. i li 


vileges of 

Parliament. II. Practice and Pr dings in Par! Til. The Man. 

ner of Private Bills; showing the Practice in both Houses, with 
| AW.—A CITY SOLICITOR, having an old-estab- 
4 lished general practice, producing about £800 a year, and whose 


the latest Standing Orders, and most recent Precedents. 
London: BurrerworTus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 
offices are larger than required by the present staff, is willing to entertain 
negotiations for partnership with a Gentleman having an established 








AW.—A Managing CHANCERY CLERK, of ex- 
perience, offers his services in the evening to make out costs from the 
papers, draw briefs, &c. Country matters attended to. 
Address, Z., Mr. Lanes, Chichester-rents, Chancery-lane, London. 
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NEXT PRESENTATION to the RECTORY of WICKHAM, in the County 
of HAMPSHIRE. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are instructed to 
offer by AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, on 

TUESDAY, 22nd FEBRUARY, at TWELVE for ONE o’clock, the NEXT 
PRESENTATION to the RECTORY of WICKHAM, in the Arch 
and Diocese of Winchester, subject to the Life of the present Inc 
who is in his 77th year. The rectory is very pleasantly situate a short 
distance from the church : it contains dining and drawing-rooms, library, 
six bed-rooms, dressing-rooms, work-room, and the usual domestic 
delightful pleasure-grounds surround the house, and there is a large and 
productive kitchen-garden. The out-offices are a four-stall stable and 
coach-house, brewhouse, &c. The glebe adjoins the rectory; is well 
roaded ; has suitable farm-buildings, and comprises 53a. Or. I1p. of 
land; there is the tithe commutation rent charge upon 2428a. 2r. 
(including the glebe), the total value of the living being nearly £800 
annum. The rectory is situate in the favourite county of Hampshire, 
is within about 4 miles of the Botley, and 34 miles of the Fareham station, 
on the London and South-Western Railway. 

Particulars and Conditions of Sale may be obtained of Messrs. Coode, 
Spilson & Co., Solicitors, St. Austell, Cornwall ; Messrs. Coode, Kingdon & 
Cotton, 10, King’s Arms-yard, London, E.C.; at the Mart; and of Messrs. 
Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham-street, London, E.C. 


, t € HE LAW MAGAZINE and LAW REVIEW, 
business, or who can introduce a connection. for February, being No. 12 of the United New Series, is this day 
Apply (quoting No. 428) to Messrs. Kain & Cobbett, Law and General } published, price 5s., and contains :—I. The Life of the late Baron Alderson, 
Accountants, 16, Gresham-street, City, E.C. Il. Private International Law. III. Curiosities of Law ; Conveyancing, 
— IV. Results of the Common Law Procedure Acts. V. British Jurisdiction 
AW.—KAIN’S SYSTEM.—A general Bill and | the Ottoman Empire; Consular System in the Kast. Vi. Conta 
“ “ “ - Enfranchisement. VII. Massy’s Reign of George III. VIII. Freneh Slave 
Conveyancing CLERK, well versed also in the above system, will be Trade; ‘Charles et Georges.” IX. Elements de Droit Pénal, par M, 
shortly disengaged. References unexceptionable. Ortolan. X. Customs of Gavelkind. XI. Examination Papers for the 
Address, C. F., Messrs, Folkes"& Co., Law Stationers, 4a, Took’s-court, | Bar. XII. Site of the New Courts of Law and Equity. XIII. 
Chancery-lane, E.C. of the Divorce Court. Selection of adjudged Points; Short Notes of Ney 
Books ; Events of the Quarter ; List of New Publications. 
AW.—WANTED, by a Gentleman who has been | London: Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 
4 ADMITTED for nearly two years, and who has, since his Admission, 
been engaged as Managing Conveyancing Clerk ina large London Office, 
a similar situation. ‘The advertiser would prefer an Office where there is a 
prospect of purchasing a share in the practice. 
Address, H.W., Harwar & Co., Law Stationers, 2, Furnival’s-inn. 


AW.—WANTED in an Office of chiefly Con- 
veyancing Practice in the Western Counties,a MANAGING CLERK, 
well acquainted with Conveyancing and Chancery, and with a knowledge 
of Common Law, and generally competent to conduct the business under 
the superintendence of the principals. He must be out of his Articles, and 
if Admitted will be preferred. 
Address, stating age, amount of salary required, to G. W., Mr. Joseph 
Lowe, Law Stationer, Bell-yard, Temple-bar, London, W.C. 








CHANCERY AND CONVEYANCING. 2 

ANTED, in an Office in the City, a CLERK, 

who understands and has lately conducted Chancery business} 

and has a good theoretical and practical knowledge of Conveyancing in all 

its branches. 

Apply by letter to T. K., care of the Publisher of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 

stating age, nature of the situation now held by applicant, and the amount 
of salary expected. 


O LAW STUDENTS.—Established ten years. 
A London Solicitor prepares Gentlemen for Examination with un- 
iling success. Terms, two guineas monthly. 
Apply to Mr. Read, 25, Acton-street, Grays’-inn Road. 


LBERT LIFE ASSURAN| CE and GUARANTEE 
(Eatablished 1688.) 








FO FAMILY ARMS, send Name and County t 


the Heraldic Office. Sketch, 2s. 6d.; in colour, 5s. Monumental 
Brasses, Official Seals, Dies, Share, and Diploma Plates, in Mediseval and 

Modern Styles. 
ERALDIC ENGRAVING.—Crest on Seal, or 
Ring, 8s. ; on Die, 7s.; Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal or Book. 





Principal Office, 7, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, London, S.W. 
City Branch, 63, Moorgate-street, L.C. 


Directors. 
Rear-Adm. the Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE PAULET, C.B. 

Capt. Thomas Porter, R.N. Swinfen Jervis, Esq. 
William Beattie, Esq., M.D. William King, Esq. 
Capt. the Hon. 8. T. Carnegie, R.N., | George Goldsmith Kirby, Esq. 

C.B. James Nichols, Esq. 
Lieut.-Colonel James Croudace, | George Raymond, Esq. 

H.E.LC.S. 

Assurances, Aunuities, and Endowments granted, and every other mode 
of provision for Families arranged. 

alf the Annual Premiums for the first five years may remain on credit 

for any period until death, on Payment of Interest at five per cent. per 
annum, 

Parties allowed to go to, or reside in, most parts of the world without 
extra Premium. 

Naval and Military Lives, not in active Service, assured at the ordinary 


rate. 

Policies forfeited Ly Non-payment of Premium, revivable at any time 
within Six Months, on satisfactory proof of health, and the payment of a 
trifling Fine. 

No charge for Policy Stamps, 

Reversionary Interests in every description of real or personal property 
purchased. 

Security to Employers, Guarantee for Fidelity in situations of trust. 

Forms of Proposal, with every information, may be obtained at the Office 

he Company, or by letter, addressed tu 
HENRY WILLIAM SMITH, Actuary and Secretary. 


Ces BANKING COMPANY OF 

SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—Letters of Credit upon the 
above Bank will be granted by the London Joint Stock Bank at the rate of 
£101 for every £100 sterling paid here. 








plate, 25s. : 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Wisdom, we are told, is justified of her sons; and 
lord Chelmsford thinks that sons-in-law may be 
brought within the equity of the dictum. We doubt 
the soundness of this ruling, ‘and believe that wisdom 
will be sorely troubled to justify her offspring, Mr. 
W. Higgins. Mr. Higgins, indeed, is a gentleman of 
much modesty ; for, having been called to the bar at 
Gray’s-inn in 1847, he has since that period been con- 
tent.to blush unseen, not even appending to his name in 
the Zaw List any clue which might guide an inquiring 
spe to his abode, or the slightest indication of the 

of legal business to which his talents were devoted. 
Butin 1858 Lord Chelmsford, by a sudden turn of the 
wheel of fortune, ascended the woolsack, and from that 
hour his children saw a great light. Mr. W. Higgins 
his legal lore—and what less could he in duty 
do?—to the assistance of his illustrious father-in-law ; 
and was ily rewarded—and what less could he in 
family tenderness expect ?—with a Bankruptcy Registrar- 
Se ning the responsible duty of pocketing a thousand 
ayear. So farso good. We should not be hard on a man 
feels that his time of patronage is short, who has a 
relative at his elbow, and such an easy post as a 

rship at his absolute dis . Flesh and blood, 

even on the woolsack, may be forgiven thus far. But 
when this pardonable partiality, not content with a 
comfortable provision for some family offshoot, swells 
into flagrant nepotism, and commits an outrage on public 
ease, it must no longer count on impunity. Mr. 

. Higgins as a Registrar in Bankruptcy was a mild 
mistake. Mr. W. Higgins as a Master in Lunacy is a 
judicial scandal. One of the most important offices con- 
nected with the Court of Chancery—one of the most 
delicate and responsible functions belonging to the ad- 
ministration of justice, has been put into the hands of 
i individual who knows no more of law than his patron 
ain know of decency. An appointment of £2000 a- 

, Salaried to that high amount on purpose (as Lord 
yndhurst observed when the office of Master in Lunacy 
Was created) to obtain men of high standing and ability, 
BA ie bed ovey to a Chancellor's gg st Be 
at every competent lawyer doin 
business before him. Lord Chelmsford is not likely te 
tchieve much fame on the woolsack, but this miserable 
of private corruption has at least secured him 
When men wish to recall the character of 


o, 111. 
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the last Tory Chancellorship, they will be able in years 
to come to point to Master in Lunacy Higgins. 





The Statute Law Commission seems to be doomed at 
last. Mr. Walpole, though he still utters some faint 
praises of its past. usefulness, has roused himself to a 
sense of the utter distaste with which this body is viewed 
by the public and the profession, and is at last about to 
put an end to its existence. Its tenacity of life has been 
remarkable ; denounced from the first by all who knew 
its real character as an expensive sham, and repeatedly 
shown up in the House as wanting both principles to 
guide it, and energy for the details of work, it has yet 
managed to drag on, to the profit of a couple of gentle- 
men, and to the continual disappointment of the nation. 
During its seven years of existence, with a paid com- 
missioner at £1000, and a paid secretary at £600 a-year, 
with ample funds to employ draughtsmen, and with 
abundant judicial and ee ability to assist its 
proceedings, this remarkable commission had never yet 
carried a single Bill. It is probably the most striking 
instance extant of the art—How not to do it; and in 
common with all who desire to see the work of con- 
solidation commenced in earnest, we rejoice that Parlia- 
ment will at length shake off this incubus. Such is the 
end of Lord Cranworth’s sanguine project for a Victoria 
Code! 

We have heard, with great satisfaction, that at a 
meeting of delegates from the four Inns of Court, it has 
been resolved on advising the benchers to institute a 
compulsory examination on all students previous to ad- 
mission to the bar. We can have no doubt this advice, 
tendered from so influential a body, will haye due effect, 
and that the reproach against the bar, of its being the 
only profession now open to idleness, ignorance, and in- 
competency, will be at once removed. No step could be 
taken by the benchers, in our opinion, more fraught 
with benefit to the profession. It will testify the sin- 
cerity of their desire to maintain legal education in a 
pepe position, and to secure the true dignity and 

onour of the law. When once the degree of barrister 
is a certificate of legal attainments, a feeling will soon 
arise in favour of a law university, and the scheme 
planned by Vice-Chancellor Wood, and the other com- 
missioners on the Inns of Court, will probably be carried 
out. Most sincerely shall we rejoice at such a consum- 
mation; and the more so because we are convinced that 
such a university must be established on the principle of 
embracing both branches of the profession within its 
pale, and making its ordinary degree the portal to the 
practice of the solicitor, as much as to the wig and gown 
of the advocate. 


In this week’s number of the Weekly Reporter ap 
the case of Pigott v. Young, in which it pleased Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley to make some remarks to which, 
on behalf of the public, we must take exception. It is 
pronounced by the Vice-Chancellor that no report on any 
point, either of law or practice, is to be taken as notice 
of the rule laid down, unless it has appeared in one of 
the publications termed, for reasons rather obscure, the 
“ authorised reports.” Now, as in these days it is abso- 
lutely essential to practitioners, and consequently to the 
interests of suitors, that new points in law and practice 
should be made known as soon as possible, it is worth 
while to inquire, what is the average period thus marked 
out by the Vice-Chancellor as a reasonable time for 
the issuing of reports? On referring to vol. iv. part 2, 
of Mr. Drewry’s “ Reports,” to which alone the Vice- 
Chancellor allows suitors to resort, it will be seen that 
having been published on the 18th of June last, it con- 
tains only one case not three months old, and that the 
majority are of more than six months’, and some of a 
twelvemonth’s bottling. Is it really advanced that in 
these days of celerity, the bar, the solicitors, and the 
suitors, are to wait months before they can have a re- 
port which may be quoted in the courts? Are we to 
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be told that we must abide a year’s domestic incubation 
on the part of a respectable, and not over-hasty re- 
porter, before we can venture to allude to decisions 
noted up for weeks in every lawyer’s chambers, and 
read by thousands in periodicals of established reputa- 
tion? Such an absurdity can never be tolerated. The 
names of the gentlemen of the bar ied in the Weekly 
Reporter are sufficient security for the accuracy of their 
reports ; but we repeat that it is on public grounds, and 
to avoid the pernicious consequences of irresponsible 
delay, that we repudiate, as we believe some of the 
ablest judges, both in common law and equity, are pre- 

ared to do, this antiquated notion of shutting the 
Judicial eye to every report which is not very dear, and 
very slow. 


The ease of Mailalieue v. Lyon, tried during the last 
week, affords a painful proof that the Divorce Court is 
not the only outlet for family feuds. Mr. and Mrs. 
Lyon had everything that ought to give happiness— 
wealth, position, education, society. Over this fair pro- 
mise there came an amount of misery which we should 
hope is rare in English domestic life. Mrs. Lyon, 
having been brought into a weak state by more 
than one miscarriage, took to the inordinate use 
of opium and stimulants. The husband seemed to 
think harshness the best cure, and after much 
suffering on both sides, the lady was put under the 
charge of a physician for treatment as a lunatic. On 
her recovery, which she seems to have owed to the 
kindness and skill of her medical attendant, Mrs. Lyon 
signed freely a deed of separation, by which she was 
well provided for, and all open quarrel was at an end. 
Recently, however, on Mr. Lyon’s obtaining an accession 
of fortune, his wife applied for, and obtained, a monition 
for a restitution of conjugal rights. Whether this 
monition had been adequately complied with, and, con- 
sequently, whether the husband was answerable for 
the after-incurred debts of the wife, was the point 
substantially in issue. There is no doubt Mr. 
Lyon provided a house, and as little doubt that he 
greeted the lady who was to be its mistress, on her 
arrival at its threshold, with excessive harshness. His 
conduct he justified by accusing his wife; a line of argu- 
ment for which, we believe, there is very ancient pre- 
cedent; but the jury were of opinion that a house must 
be a home before a monition for the restitution of con- 
jugal rights could be considered satisfied. The case 
was bad on both sides; if Mr. Lyon was unfeeling and 
unmanly, Mrs. Lyon was grossly extravagant, and we 
fear that her late proceedings were aimed solely at a 
share in her husband's accession of fortune. 


—— 
BILLS IN PARLIAMENT. 


The Bankruptcy Bill of the Lord Chancellor, though 
not very clearly explained on its introduction, seems to 
be a great improvement on the Government measure of 
last year. But the room for improvement was so wide 
that to say this, without some enumeration of the 
changes which Lord Chelmsford proposes to make, 
would not carry much with it. The Bil , then, purports 
to abolish imprisonment for debt, to fuse bankruptcy 
and insolvency, to obliterate, in a great degree, the dis- 
tinctions between trader and non-trader, to do away 
with class certificates, and to give creditors a larger 
share of control over the winding-up of an estate than 
they enjoy at present. With the exception of the pro- 
visions respecting impri ent for debt, which have 
been wisely adapted from Lord Brougham’s Bill, the 
whole of these leading features of the measure are ‘bor- 
rowed from Lord John Russell, and are the principles 
for which the Chambers of Commerce have for years 
contended. It is a great triumph for those who have 
taken a. lead in the now prolonged struggle 








for bankrupt law reform to see so many of 


their opinions adopted in a Government measure, and 








we do not doubt that they will give a hearty suppor: 
Lord Chelmsford as far Ye he ya But Lon tae 


Russell’s Bill, while doing everything which the Ig 
Chancellor proposes (with the only exception of thy 
part of his measure which relates to imprisonment: 
debt), is far in advance upon other points, and yj 
unquestionably be more popular. Hoting has fallen 
from the woolsack on the subject of local 
diction in bankruptcy, on which a number of p 
towns are determined to be heard. Nor is any ho 
held out of a real diminution of expense, by the abolit 
of unnecessary offices, and the transfer of the unjoy 
burden of pensions and salaries now charged on estaty 
to the Consolidated Fund. These and other sho 
will compel the Chambers to take epencens action. 
Lord John Russell is ready with his Bill, and there js 
no doubt that the Commons will refuse to — the 
Government measure as it comes down, and will (pn. 
bably by means of a select committee) collate it with 
the rival measure, and introduce serious alteration, 
We rejoice, however, that so decided a step has ben 
taken by the Chancellor, and on this point, at least, he 
deserves some credit for throwing overboard the stereo 
typed notions which bankruptcy officialism is so bent 
on ene 

e may mention that we have received a letter from 
a provincial solicitor, which we regret our inability to 
insert, on Mr. Lawrance’s recent pamphlet on Bank. 
ruptcy. The writer recognises, as all must do, the 
ability, knowledge, and experience which so eminently 
qualify Mr. Lawrance to write on the subject; and he 
particularly eulogizes the remarks on publicity contained 
in the pamphlet. But at the same time he points ont 
the want of appreciation of the enormous evils existent 
in the district courts, and of the hardships incurred, 
both by creditors and debtors, owing to the want of aly 
really local courts. This latter question cannot 
blinked ; the provinces have the command of the Howe 
of Commons, and will assuredly make their weight felt 


Lord Campbell has introduced his promised Bill # 
amend the law respecting juries. The measure is oi- 
fined entirely to civil cases, and provides that whene 
a jury retire from court to deliberate on their 
they shall be furnished with fitting accommodation, 4 
by leave of the Court, with nec refreshment. The 
jurors are not to be kept in deliberation for more than 
six hours, unless at the end of that time they unaui- 
mously desire a longer period; ‘and if they are then 
unable all to agree, the verdict of nine or more is to 
taken, and to have the same force and effect in point of 
law as if given by the whole. If nine should not agret 
at the end of the time specified by the Bill, the jury ‘ 
then to be discharged, and an entry of the fact to 
made in the record. The costs in any such abortive 
tridl are to be costs in the cause, and either party may 
proceed to try the issue again. Such a measure, We 
apprehend, will meet with the epptural of a majority of 
the profession, among whom the defects of our juty 
system have lately been much noticed. a 

Lord Brougham has re-introduced the Bill which he 
brought forward last session for simplifying the transfer 
of land, The plan is founded on the same principle # 
copyhold conveyances, and we believe that it has beet 
pared by Mr. Faweett, the solicitor who read a ee 

















































pre 
on the subject at the meeting of the National Associa 
at Birmingham in 1857. The Solicitor-General brot 
in the Government Bills on this subject last 
Next week we hope to express our opinion upon them. 















Mr. Edward Winslow, Mastes in Lunacy, having resigned 
that office, the vacancy has been filled up by the 
of Mr. Higgins, one of the registrars of the Court of Bank 
ruptey. Mr. W. Carmalt Scott, barrister, succeeds Mr. 
as registrar. The salary of Master in Lunacy is £2 
of Registrar £1000. 

Mr. Wilde, Q.C., and the Hon. Mr. Campbell, are candidates 
for the borough of Hythe. 
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‘Tie Courts, Appointments, Wacancies, Ke. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 
In Re Saunders,—Feb. 4. 


The bankrupt was a saddler of Thame. 

His Honour now gave judgment on the question of certificate. 
Having referred to the circumstances of the case, which are of 
no public interest; his Honour proceeded to say:—On the 
gceasion of the examination meeting the solicitor to the assignees 

ined Mr. Sargood as counsel to aid him in examining the 
pt, and the examination commenced, and lasted about 
five hours. The bankrupt had neither counsel nor solicitor to 
assist him, for all his assets had passed to his assignees, and he 
had no funds wherewith to procure legal assistance. This case 
was therefore one calculated to excite sympathy in the mind 
of every right-thinking person. The father was made bankrupt 
by his own son, and being deprived of all his property, and 
therefore unprovided with the means of procuring legal assist- 
ance, he had to meet the solicitor acting for the assignees aided 
by a gentleman of the bar, Mr. Sargood. The examination of 
Mr. Sargood was of a very searching, and, I might even say, a 
harsh character, I listened to it with pain, for, looking on the 
Subject with the impartiality natural to a person performing 
judicial functions, I could not but see in a short time that the 
bankrupt was an honest man. His tone, his manner, the 
expressions he used, and even the accounts as filed, 
were all to an unprejudiced mind indizations of honesty 
and simplicity; and as the examination proceeded the con- 
trast between practised skill on the one side and simplicity 
on the other me more and more painful, and I felt it 
my duty to take a more active part in protecting the bankrupt 
than I should have thought it necessary to do had the bankrupt, 
like the assignee, been able to procure the assistance of counsel. 
In adopting this course I had the sanction of that principle 
recognised in the administration of criminal justice, which says 
that where the accused person is too poor to obtain the assist- 
ance of counsel the judge is his counsel. My interference and 
protection of the bankrupt seemed to excite no small resent- 
nent in those who were examining him, and I was treated both 
by the counsel and the solicitor with much disrespect. Whether 
allowed momentary resentment to get the better of judicial 
ey, or not, I can hardly say; but on the following 
aig | found myself denouncéd .in a leading article in the 
Daily News, as a person who had disgraced the administration 
of British justice. How far such comments on the conduct of 
4 judicial servant of the Crown were justified by the circum- 
stances I must leave others to judge, but certainly such com- 
ments will never deter me from giving protection and aid to an 
honest and unfortunate bankrupt placed in so cruel a situation 
as Saunders was. The comments of the Daily News resulted 
in my receiving letters from many of the most respectable 
inhabitants of Thame, all declaring their sympathy for the 
bankrupt, and their respect for him as an honest tradesman 
Whom they had known for ten, twenty, and some thirty years. 
Among the writers were the vicar, the churchwardens, and the 
medical practitioner of the place; the last gentleman said he 
had known him for fifty years. Iam myself satisfied that he 
is as honest a bankrupt as ever appeared in this court. I 
sympathise with him in his misfortunes, and give him a first- 
class certificate, with entire satisfaction to myself, and I doubt 
not that his misfortunes will meet universal sympathy in the 
small community where he has passed his long life of honest 
industry, 


—_—— 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Murray.) 


INSOLVENCY oF BUILDERS. 
In ve Edward Thomas.—Feb. 8. 

This insolvent, a builder, was opposed by Lawrence Levy, 
and a creditor named Price. Mr. Sargood supported. 

It appeared that the insolvent, who had before taken the 
benefit of the Act, being without capital, dabbled in accommo- 
dation bills, to raise money at some sixty per cent., hence his 

Ivency. Mr. Commissioner Murpuy remarked on the 
number of builders who came before the Court. He could tell 
the history of their schedules—a plot of ground was taken, 
houses commenced, money raised, and in a short time the 
ground-landlords got the carcases, which they finished, and 

the p Such was the history of builders, 


and the public lost their money. All the parties on the bills 


had been through the court, or were coming to the court. 
Mr. Lawrence Levy had “done” a bill of 46/. 103., giving 
411. on the representation to his manager, Levett, that the fur- 
niture in the insolvent’s house belonged to him. 

was called and confirmed the statement, on which the insol- 
vent denied that he had ever made such 4 representation. 
Mr. Sargood apprehended that bill discounters and money- 
lenders were not a class to be encotiraged. They took large 
interest as discount, and were generally considered before other 
eréditors. The learned Commissioner said, it was all very well to 
talk in that manner, but the answer wis, that a tradesman when 
he found himself in a difficulty requiring him to go to money- 
lenders should at once come to the court, and now the law was 
abotit to be altered such a course should invariably be adopted. 
He thought the case was one for the discretionary clause, on 
account of the bill transactions, but further evidence must be 
produced on account of the furniture. 

The case was accordingly adjourned. 





WESTMINSTER COUNTY COURT. 
Scattergood v, Bennett. 

A curious case was tried at this court atthe instigation of the 
London Medical Registration Association, against a person 
whose real name appears to be John Gibson Bennett, but who 
passes under various aliases, and lives by the sale of quack 
medicines. The plaintiff is a young lady, who stated that 
about two years ago she was induced by the defendant to pay 
him five guineas to “cure her of deafness in ten mifiutes,” in 
accordance with advertisements issued by him. The medicine 
he gave her only made her worse, and on going again to the 
pretended doctor she found that he had decamped. On going 
with a friend to a Dr. Walters she recognised in him the man 
who had obtained her money, and it has been since ascertained 
that he has passed under a variety of aliases. 

Several witnesses were called, who proved to having been 
induced to pay money to the defendant for different quack 
medicines. 

The defence set up was, that the defendant in this action is 
not the person who was seen by the plaintiff or by the other 
witnesses. He (the defendant) denied ever having seen them 
in his life, and said, that he had never resided at Leicester- 
place (the place where the plaintiff said she had seen him); but 
that his brother had lived there as an assistant to Dr. Coleston 
(the name under which the plaintiff said she had known him), 
and that in consequence of great personal resemblance a con- 
fusion had arisen. The brother was called, who correborated 
these assertions. The previous witnesses, however, were certain 
of the identity of the defendant, who was condemned to pay 
the five guineas, and was given into custody for frand. 





Lord Campbell, in his letter to Mr. J. P. Collier, on the legal 
acquirements of Shakspeare, expresses his regret that in our 
time the once most respected word “ attorney” seems to have 
gained a new meaning, viz. “a disreputable legal practitioner ;” 
so that attorneys-at-law consider themselves treated discour- 
teously when they are called “attorneys.” ‘“‘ They now,” sa 
his Lordship, “ all wish to be called solicitors when d 
proper business of attorneys in the Courts of Common Law. 
Most sincerely honouring this branch of our profession, if it 
would please them, I am ready to support a Bill to prohibit the 
use of the word attorney, and to enact that on all occasions the 
word solicitor shall be used instead thereof.” 

At the Clerkenwell Police Court, on Tuesday, John Morris 
Reed, alias John Campbell, Samuel Thompson, Ann Thompson, 
and Thomas Smith, who have for some time n on 
business as “ The Mercantile Loan Fund Association” (office, 
2, Weymouth-terrace, New North-road, London}, were placed 
at the bar on remand before Mr. Corrie, charged with “ha 
amongst themselves, and with divers other persons, unla 
conspired, combined, confederated, and agreed, by certain w- 
lawful devices, feloniously and fraudulently to cheat certain 
persons of their moneys; and with having, in pursuance of, and 
according to, the said conspiracy and agreement amongst them- 
selves, obtained by such devices, of and from divers of her 
Majesty's subjects, their moneys, against the peace,” &. The 
court was crowded to excess. Several witnesses were 
who proved having answered the prisoners’ advertisements in 
provincial newspapers for the loan of a sum of money, and 
negotiations which followed. The Post-office orders were 
to have been presented for payment by the female prisoner, Mr. 
Corrie remanded the prisoners for a week, and said, that the 
from Leeds had better be brought forward. He should 





Tie opposing we tor complained that the insolvent and 


ed bills, and they went into the market 


bail. 










264 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Fes, 12, 1859, 











TESTIMONIAL TO Sir W. M. Manning. — An influential 
meeting of Australian colonists, comprising Sir Henry Watson 
Parker, John Dobie, R.N., T. W. Smart, J. H. Challis, A. 
Fotheringham, George A. Lloyd, P. H. Flower, E. Morey, 
Robt. Willis, Charles Forbes, Edward Wise, D. Larnach, T. 8. 
Mort, and — Leslie, Esqrs., assembled on Friday, Jan. 28, at the 
office of Mr. Serjeant Manning, Q.C., in Sussex-gardens, Hyde- 
park, to present to Sir William Montagu Manning the elegant 
and costly silver service purchased by the subscriptions of the 
inhabitants of New South Wales. The service was composed 
of a rich silver salver, presented by the bar of New South 
Wales; a magnificent épergne, accompanied with four dessert 
stands, representing spring, summer, autumn, and winter, pre- 
sented by the colonists; the épergne bearing the following in- 
scription :—“ Presented to the Hon. William Montagu Manning, 
Esq., Attorney-General, upon the occasion of his retirement 
from office, by the colonists of New South Wales, in testimony 
of their sense of his valuable services during a lengthened 
public career, and of their respect for his great private worth. 
—Sydney, May 23, 1857.” Sir Henry Watson Parker having 
presented the service in an appropriate address, Sir William 
Manning replied:—He said he gratefully accepted the testi- 
monial. As long as life lasted it would be his most cherished 
possession; and when it pleased God to take him from this 
world, it would pass to his son, not as an inheritance from him- 
self, but as a gift from the colony. He trusted, as Sir H. 
Parker had said, that it would be to that son an incitement to 
public virtue and private worth. He hoped it would suggest to 
him the duty of giving no inconsiderable portion of his time 
and attention to the welfare of the country in which Providence 
may cast his lot, and of remembering, that whether his oppor- 
tunities were small or great, they would be a trust for which he 
would have to render account. 


Universal regret is felt in Hamburg for the death of Pro- 
fessor C. F. Wurm, who, for the last twenty-five years, has been 
one of its most distinguished ornaments. His attainments as a 
scholar and as a linguist were of the highest order, and his 
mode of conveying to his students the knowledge which he 
possessed was both affectionate and successful, while his perfect 
acquaintance with all the intricacies and details of international 
law had acquired for him a fame in other countries which could 
only be surpassed by the high standing which he had acquired 
in his own. Professor Wurm was well known in England, and 
the valuable evidence which he last year gave before the com- 
mittee of the House of Commons on the Stade dues will not 
fail to be appreciated of all by whom it was perused. 


The Queen has been pleased to appoint J. H. Watson, 
Alphonse de Boucherville, Edward Martindale, David S. 
Ogilvy, and J. Ormsby, Esqrs., to be stipendiary magistrates 
for the Island of Mauritius; and Richard Weston Mara, Esq., 
to be Attorney-General for the Island of Antigua. 


On Monday last Mr. Ransom, the assistant clerk at the 
Southwark County Court, attended before Mr. Burcham to 
draw his attention to a very important omission in the Act re- 
lating to Matrimonial and Divorce Causes, which rendered the 
discharging order inoperative. The 21st section of the Act pro- 
vided that no order for protection should be operative unless it 
was entered by the registrar of the county court within the 
jurisdiction where the wife was living, but there was no provi- 
sion whatever in the Act which called for any entry to be made 
in respect to an order discharging an order for protection. As 
the Act now stood, the discharging order therefore was useless. 
Mr. Burcham said, no doubt some member of the Legislature 
would take the matter up. 

On Saturday, Pinto Percy was summoned before Mr. Yardley, 
at the Thames Police Court, for a nuisance in St. Ann’s-street, 
Limehouse, caused by the manufacture of acetic acid and sugar 
of lead (oxalic acid), which filled the atmosphere with noxious 
vapours prejudicial to the comfort and health of the inhabit- 
ants. Mr. Bodkin appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Sleigh 
for the defence. Mr. Yardley said, when the case was last be- 
fore lim, he had expressed an opinion that such cases as these 
ought not to be tried before a single magistrate; and that it was 
never intended by the Legislature to give a magistrate power, 
without the intervention of a jury, to close a manufactory upon 
which a large capital had been expended. He ought not to be 
called upon to try cases of such magnitude as this. Mr. Bodkin 
said, the Legislature had certainly given the magistrates power 
to suppress nuisances, and that the defendant's factory 
was a fearful one there could be no question. He should 


like to fall in with the views of the magistrate, if possible, 
and have the case tried elsewhere; but it must be recollected 
the inhabitants had suffered in their health and comfort by the 








nuisance. Mr. Sleigh said, there was a prosecution of his client 
several years ago, and suggestions were then made for 

on the chemical works in a less offensive manner, and those 
suggestions were immediately adopted in the best possible 
manner and regardless of expense. His client had adopted 
every improvement and every suggestion made to him to carry 
on his werks without their being a nuisance. After some dis. 
cussion the further hearing of the case was postponed until 
Saturday, March 5th. 


At a pension of the society of Gray’s-inn, holden on the 26th 
ult., Mr. Joseph Thackwell, the first son of Lieutenant-General 
Sir Joseph Thackwell, G.C.B., was called to the bar, 
Mr. Thackwell was, until within the last few months, in the 
army, and is favourably known as the author of “ The Second 
Sikh War,” in which he served as aide-de-camp to Sir Joseph 
Thackwell. 
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Notes on Recent Cases in Chancery. 
(By Martin Wake, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


InsuNcTION—CommMon Law Procedure Act—EQuITABLE 
PLEA. 
Kingsford v. Swinford, 7 W. R., V. C. K., 215. 

V. C. Kindersley has decided in this case that a court of 
equity will not compel a defendant at law to plead an equit- 
able plea, but will, if he require it, grant an injunction to 
restrain the proceedings at law, in order that the whole case 
may be determined in Chancery in the same manner as before 
the passing of the Common Law Procedure Act. 

The short facts of the case were these. The plaintiff in 
equity being indebted to the defendant in upwards of £4000, 
deposited a policy of assurance with him as security for the 
debt, and at the same time executed a deed of covenant, 
engaging to pay the premiums and keep the policy on foot. 
Afterwards, becoming embarrassed, he executed a deed of in- 
spectorship and arrangement with his creditors, which the 
requisite proportion of creditors signed, and the inspectors in- 
dorsed a certificate that the deed operated as a release to the 
plaintiff. The defendant was one of those who came in under 
the deed, and he received three dividendsaccordingly. The deedof 
inspectorship contained provisoes that the assets should be wound 
up as in bankruptcy, but that nothing therein contained should 
prejudice the rights of creditors to enforce any mortgage, lien, 


or charge upon the estate, or proceeding against any person, as . 


well as the plaintiff, liable to the creditors, or as indorsees, 
drawers, or acceptors of bills of exchange, promissory notes, or 
otherwise. The plaintiff, however, considering that his engage- 
ment as to the policy of assurance was at an end, surrendered 
the policy to the office; and the defendant brought an action 
against him on the covenant to buy the premiums. The plain- 
tiff declined to plead the deed of arrangement as an equitable 
plea at law, not knowing what view a court of law might take 
of the effect of the provisions in the deed, and the Vice-Chan- 
cellor held that the Common Law Procedure Act, merely gave 
an option to the defendant at law, and did not impose upon 
him any obligation to plead an equitable plea, and if he did 
not choose to do so, the Court of Chancery would not refuse 
him relief. He therefore granted the injunction on the usual 
terms. When the cause comes before the Court on the equity 
reserved, some curious questions are likely to arise as to the 
effect of such reservations in deeds of inspectorship. 


DIvoRCcE AND MarrimoniaL Causes Act—DESERTION— 
PROPERTY IN REMAINDER. 
In re Raindon, 7 W. R., V.C. K., 184. 

In this case a married woman had been deserted by her hus- 
band, who had not been heard of for fourteen years. At the 
time of the desertion she was entitled to a legacy in remainder 
expectant on the death of a tenant for life. After the desertion 
the legacy fell into possession, and the trustees paid the money 
into court under the Trustee Relief Act. The woman obtained 
an order for protection from a magistrate, and now applied for 
payment of the legacy to her out of court as protected. 

The Vice-Chancellor considered that the plaintiff was en- 
titled to the order, under the 8th section of the Divorce, &c., 
Causes Amendment Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 108), and directed 
payment to be made to her accordingly. 

InvuncTion — NUISANCE — ACQUIESCENCE. 

Bankart v. Haughton, 7 W. R.,\M. R., 197. 
Ingunction— Ancient Licuts— WatveEr. 
Archdeckne v. Kelk, 7 W.R., V.C.S., 194. 

These two cases may be classed together as relating to kin- 
dred subjects. In the former suit, Bankart v. A the 
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defendant in equity had brought an action at law to recover 
damages for injury done to his stock and land by the plaintiff’s 
works. The plaintiff then moved for an injunction to 
restrain these proceedings, on the ground that the defendant 
had acquiesced for several years up to 1853 in the existence of 
the works. It appeared, however, that since that year the 
number of roasting furnaces, from which the principal nuisance 
ed, had been increased, and injury had resulted and been 
proved at law. Under these circumstances the Master of the 
Rolls refused to interfere. His Honour observed, “It is im- 
ible to contend that, because a man acquiesces in certain 
works which produce little or no injury, he can have no remedy 
if by the increase of those works he sustains severe damage. 
The utmost that can be said is, that the defendant impliedly 
assented to what was done at the time of his acquiescence, and 
to any necessary consequences thereof. To carry the principle 
farther would be most injurious. It would follow, if the plain- 
tiff’s contention is right, that a partial obstruction of ancient 
lights would (if acquiesced in) give a right to obstruct them 
altogether.” 

In this case the assistance of the Court of Equity was 
invoked by the party committing the injury, and the Master 
of the Rolls refused to assist him. In the second case (Arch- 
deckne v. Kelk) the application was by the injured party, 
and the point was somewhat similar to that put by the 
Master of the Rolls respecting acquiescence in the partial ob- 
struction of lights. ‘The question here was, how far the con- 
duct of the plaintiff, in obstructing her own enjoyment of light 
and air, would estop her from complaining of her neighbour for 
alike encroachment. The plaintiff was the occupier of one of 
two adjacent houses in Grosvenor-square, the backs of which 
were in former times even with each other; but the defendant, 
who was the owner of the other house, proposed to enlarge his 
house by extending it several feet further back, so as to throw 
the plaintiff's house into the shade, and partially to obstruct 
the fresh air. The defence was, that the plaintiff had herself 


built a flue up the back of the house, which obstructed the 


light and air as much as the proposed extended building; and 
that this flue had existed for twenty years, and had only 
recently been taken down. But Stuart, V.C., held that, if the 
new building caused a greater obstruction of light and air than 
the flue, the Court would interfere to prevent it; and, as his 
Honour was of opinion that this was the case in the present 
instance, he ted the injunction. It was, however, only 
made till further order, to give the parties the opportunity of 
trying the case at law. s 
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Notes on Recent Cases at Common Lav. 


(By James STEPHEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” ¢c., $c.) 





I. IN BANC. 

INSOLVENT’s SCHEDULE, SUFFICIENCY OF. 

Booth v. Coldman, 7 W. R., Q. B., 188. 
To any cause of action for a liquidated demand which was 
properly inserted in his schedule, a discharged insolvent may, 
if afterwards sued in respect thereof, plead such his discharge 
in bar. The question in those cases where his exemption is 
disputed, has usually been, whether the subject matter of the 
action was fully and truly described by the insolvent in his 
schedule, as required by 1 & 2 Vict.c. 110. It has, for ex- 
ample, been held that an insolvent who has made himself a 
party (whether as drawer, acceptor, or indorser) to a bill or note, 
is bound, in his schedule, to state the debt thereby secured as 
then due to the person in whose hands the instrument in ques- 
tion was last known by the insolvent to be. (See Sharp v. Gye, 
4C.& P.311; Pugh v. Hookham, 5 C. & P. 376; Hodgson v. 
Harrison, 3 W. R., Q. B., 104.) If the insolvent has received 
Notice of any transfer, then a mistake seems not to be excused 
by his having forgotten the name of the new holder (Lewis v. 
Mason, 4 C. & P. 322); but, when he has never had such 
notice, he may safely describe the bill as due to the party to 
Whom it was originally given (Reeves v. Lambert, 4 B. & C. 
214). With these authorities, the decision in the present case 
1s perfectly accordant. The discharged insolvent was sued by 
indorsee of a bill which the defendant had accepted; and of 
the indorsement over of which to the plaintiff, the defendant 
only became aware after his insolvency. In his schedule he 
entered the debt as belonging to the creditor to whom he himself 
had given the bill; and the jury having been asked whether such 
Sitry was made in good faith, and haying replied in the affir- 








mative, a verdict was directed at nisi prius to be entered for 
the defendant; and this ruling was supported by the Court. 


SERVICE UNDER ARTICLES—DEGREE or B.A. on LL.B., 
EFFECT OF. 
Ez parte Bradford, 7 W. R., Q. B., 188. 

A very simple question was decided in this case, but one 
in which some of our readers may take an interest. It arose 
on the 7th section of the 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, which allows an 
articled clerk to serve for three instead of five years (on certain 
conditions), provided he have taken his degree of B. A. within 
six years, or of LL.B. within eight years, after his matricu- 
lation; and provided also “ that within four years after having 
taken such degree he bind himself to serve for the term of three 
years.” The applicant in the present case applied to be 
examined after three years’ service. He had taken both the 
above degrees at the London University, but unfortunately 
while and not before he was serving under articles. It was 
urged in his behalf that the intention of the Act was, that the 
articles should be entered into within a reasonable time of 
taking the degree, and that it was not material whether they 
were entered into before or after the taking. The Court, how- 
ever, though allowing it to be a hard case, and stating the 
pleasure they would have felt in granting the application if it 
had been in their power to do so, unanimously refused the 
rule. 

ARBITRATION, AGREEMENT TO REFER Marrers, &c. 

Blyth v. Lafone, 7 W. R., Q. B., 189. 

By the 11th section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 125), it was enacted that whenever the 
parties to any instrument in writing, shall that existing 
or future differences between them shall be referred to arbi- 
tration, and any of such parties, or those claiming under them, 
shall nevertheless commence proceedings in law or equity 
against the other, or the rest, in respect of the matters so 
agreed to be referred—the action or suit so brought may 
(if certain conditions in the Act specified be satisfied) be 
stayed by the Court in which the action or suit is brought, or 
by a judge thereof. An application under this provision was 
made on the part of the defendant in the present case. It ap- 
peared that the agreement itself, for breach of which the 
action was brought, did not contain any “agreement to refer,” 
but that such an agreement was made in writing by the parties 
afterwards, and before action. The Court, however, held that, 
in order to give them jurisdiction to stay under the above 
provision, it was essential that the agreement to refer should 
be contained in the instrument itself out of which the dispute 
arises, and on which the action is brought. 

SERVICE OF Process ON Joint-Stock COMPANIES. 
Towne v. The London and Limerick Steam-ship Company’ 
(Limited), 7 W. R., C. P., 189. 

This case should be noted as showing the practice in serving 
writs of summons, in. actions brought against registered joint 
stock companies. By the 58th section of the Joint Stock 
Companies Act, 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 47), any “summons or 
notice” may (as the general rule) be served by leaving the 
same or sending it through the post addressed to the company 
at their registered office, or by giving it to any director, secre- 
tary, or other principal officer of the company—a provision 
which appears to have been suggested by one, much te the sams 
effect, contained in the Companies Clauses Act, 1845 (8 & ¥ 
Vict. c. 17, 8.137). On the other hand, however, the Common 
Law Procedure Act, 1852, while it directs (s. 17) that the 
service of a writ of summons shall, where possible, be personal, 
provides a special mode of service (s. 16) with respect to “ cor- 
porations aggregate,” viz. on the “ town clerk, clerk, treasurer, 
or secretary” thereof. In the present case, the. defendants, 
supposing that the above-mentioned provision in the Joint 
Stock Act, 1856, applied to a writ of summons, served it upon 
one of the directors instead of the secretary; but the judgment 
signed in default of appearance was set aside by the Court, 
though without costs. It may therefore be taken as established 
law that in an action against a company registered under the 
Joint Stock Companies Act (and thereby becoming a “ body 
corporate,” see 19 & 20 Vict. c. 47, s. 13), the secretary thereof 
is the party to be served with process; and this, notwithsand- 
ing that at the date of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, 
“bodies corporate” with the incidents unknown to “cor- 
porations” at common law, which were given by the Act of 
1856 to registered joint stock companies, could not have been 
in the contemplation of the Legislature; inasmuch as such 
“bodies corporate” were not created till four years subse- 
quently. 
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IL AT NISI PRIUS. 
Lzurrers, Proor or PostiNe. 
Smith vy. Osborn, 1 Fost. & Fin. 267. 


A useful case in reference to proving a letter to have been sent 
by post. It was ruled by the Chief Baron that in order to let in 
secondary evidence, it is only necessary to prove that the letter 
in quewon was given to a servant or other person to be posted, 
without any direct evidence that it was in fact posted, or 
received; it being, however, shown that at the time at which if 
posted it would have arrived, a letter did reach the house to 
which it had been addressed. 

It is said by Taylor (2nd Ed. p. 156), that in the case of a 
letter properly directed, which is proved to have been either put 
into the post office or delivered to the postman, the law raises a 
presumption from the known courses of business in the postal 
department that it reached its destination at the regular time, 
and was received by the person to whom it was addressed. It 
has, however, usually been thought necessary to prove such a 
private course of business as to lead to the presumption that 
the delivery of a letter to A. B. to be posted will be followed 
by A. B.’s posting it (see Hetherington y. Kemp, 4 Camb. 193). 
The present case seems somewhat to loosen this practice so far 
as the authority of the Chief Baron is concerned. 


CoMPARISON OF HANDWRITING. 
Birch v. Ridgway, 1 Fost. & Fin. 270. 

By the 27th section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 125), it is provided, that comparison 
of a disputed writing with “ any ” writing, proved to the satis- 
faction of the judge to be genuine, shall be permitted to be 
made by witnesses examined as to the similarity. A question 
arose in this case, whether a document proposed to be put in 
to be compared with a disputed writing, in order to test the 
latter’s authenticity, must be relevant to the issue on the plead- 
ings; and the Chief Baron, after consultation with the other 
judges (who happened at the time to be sitting in error in an 
adjoining chamber), held that the relevancy of the document 
proposed\to be put in was not material. 
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Parliament and Legislation, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Feb. 4. 
JURIES AND INDICTMENTS. 
Lord CAMPBELL introduced two Bills, one for amending the 


law with respect to juries; the other for the prevention of 
vexatious indictments. 


Monday, Feb. 7. 


The Law of Property and Trustees Relief Amendment Bill 
was read a second time, on the motion of Lord St. LEonaRpDs. 





Tse Bankruptcy Law. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR, at some length, drew the attention 
of the House to the state of the law of debtor and creditor. 
He explained the nature of the existing law, both as it applied 
to bankrupts and insolvents, pointing out the anomalies of 
many of its provisions, and the difficulty at present experienced 
in securing its satisfactory working. In order to remedy the 
evils complained of, he proposed to abolish imprisonment for 
debt in all cases except where a debtor had absconded, or had 
acted in a dishonest manner. He further proposed to abolish 
the Insolvent Court, and to establish one court in lieu of the 
existing bankruptcy and insolyency courts, to be called the 
Court of Insolvency. ‘Then came the question whether it 
would be possible to keep up the distinction between trader and 
non-trader. A demand had been made for the total abolition 
of the distinction which now existed, and after careful consi- 
deration, the Government felt disposed to accede to a consider- 
able extent. They proposed that the non-trader should have 
the benefit of the Act—first, when he himself applied that his 
property might be distributed among his creditors; sevondly, 
where he left the country, or remained abroad for the purpose of 
defeating his creditors; and, thirdly, where having a judgment 
against him by a creditor, upon a summons issued, he failed to 
satisfy that judgment, At the present moment the certificate of 
a bankrupt made hima free man, and gave him the whole of the 
property he might subsequently acquire; but, under the Insol- 
vent Act, the insolvent executed a warrant of attorney, which 
might issue against any property he might hereafter acquire. 
He looked upon that as an unjust distinction; and the Bill, 





therefore, pro that all the certificates granted in futur 


should have the same effect as those now granted by the h 
ruptcy commissioners. It was also proposed that, at the fi 
meeting of creditors for choice of an assignee, a "es 


value of creditors might, if they thought proper, dispense 

the official assignee, and appoint their own; but that, if the 
creditors required the experience of the official assignee, 
might select him as trustee. The Bill also provided that, 
the creditors wished to take the case out of the hands of the 
Court, they should be empowered to enter into a private ap 
rangement for so doing, ‘The distinction now drawn between 
different classes of certificates would be abolished, and only ong 
certificate would be granted. Minor offences against the bank. 
ruptcy law would be dealt with by giving power to the com 
missioner to suspend the certificate for a maximum period 
two years, but more grave offences would subject the bankrupt 
to a trial in a superior court. Other alterations would be in. 
troduced, but they were merely matters of detail. The work 
of consolidating the bankruptcy and insolvency laws he pro. 
posed to leave to a future period. 

Lord Broueuam said, that the Bill contained many of the 
provisions of the measure introduced by himself last session; 
such as the abolition of the distinction between bankruptcy 
and insolvency, and of imprisonment for debt. There were 
cases, such as of the eldest son of a landed proprietor, in, which 
it would not be right to free altogether from debt. The classifi. 
cation of certificates formed no part of the original Bill of 
1849, but was introduced at the suggestion of some London 
merchants; its working had been anything but satisfactory, 
Another Bill on this subject, framed by the mercantile com- 
munity, whose delegates had come to a unanimous resolution 
at the late meeting at Liverpool, would soon be introduced into 
the other House by Lord John Russell. The official assignee 
should be paid partly by salaries and partly by fees, having 4 
maximum beyond which his remuneration could not rise, anda 
minimum below which it could not fall. 

Lord CAMPBELL approved of much that had fallen from the 
Lord Chancellor, but was disappointed that the Bill was not 
to be a consolidating measure. 

‘The second reading was fixed for Thursday next. 


Tuesday, Feb. 8. 
JAMAICA IMMIGRATION. 

Lord BroucHam asked whether the Royal assent had been 
given to the Jamaica Immigration Bill, which had been hurried 
through the Colonial Legislature in a few days, and was fraught 
with dangerous consequences. 

The Earl of Carnarvon said, the Bill had once been sent 
back to the colony; it had now been altered, and though still 
objectionable in some respects, was so far improved that it would 
receive the Royal assent immediately. 

Lord BroueHam, Earl Grey, and the Bisho 
all pointed out the evil of allowing the Roy 
measure which was objectionable in any respect. 


of Ox¥ForD, 
assent to & 


TRANSFER OF LaND. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in reply to Lord BroveHay, said, 
that the Solicitor-General was about to introduce an Incum- 
bered Estates Bill into the House of Commons. 

Lord Broveuam then brought in his Transfer of Land Bill, 
similar to his measure of last session, and it was read a first 
time. 

Thursday, Feb. 10. 


Law OF Property anp Trusteps RELIEF. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Winpvine-ur Acts. 


The Lorp CHaNceLior, on rising to place before their 
Lerdships a Bill on the subject of the winding up of joint 
stock companies, shortly called their attention to the law. Until 
the year 1844 there was no Act regulating joint stock com- 
panies, and large associations of persons were governed by the 
same law as ordinary partnerships, This led to great incon- 
venience, especially when these companies were obliged to have 
recourse to the Court of Chancery. ‘The Act of 1844 incor- 
porated these companies, and gaye them power to sue and be 
sued in the name of a public officer. In the same year an Act 
was passed for the winding up of these companies. That was 
essentially an Act for the benefit of the creditor. In the year 
1848 provisions were made by Parliament for enabling a joint 
stock company to be wound up on tlye application of the share- 
holders. ‘There were some other enactments passed sh 
afterwards, which had the effect of greatly complicating the 
matter, and gave rise to that conflict of jurisdiction between the 
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Courts of Chancery and Bankruptcy which took place in the 
potorious case of the Royal British Bank. In the year 1855 
the principle of limited liability was for the first time brought 


into the law, and in 1856 an Act was passed, under which the 


of winding up a company were increased. Two 
modes were provided—the one a voluntary, and the other a 
compulsory winding up. In 1857 an Act was passed to en- 
able joint stock companies generally to register themselves 
with limited liability; and in 1858 the provisions of that Act 
were extended to joint stock banks. Insurance companies 
were excepted from the operation of the Act, because it was 

that there was a peculiarity in the nature of their 
pusiness which required that they should be excepted; and 
from the report of a select committee it appeared that it 
would be necessary to repeal the Act of 1844 before insurance 
companies were placed on the same footing as other compa 
nies. The various Acts which it was proposed to consolidate 
were thirteen in number. The leading feature of the exist- 
ing Consolidation Act was, that only companies which had a 
share capital could take advantage of the Acts from 1844 
downwards; and even as regarded the Act of 1856 com- 
panies wishing to take advantage of it had to observe 
all the regulations contained in the original act of the 
year 1844, a requirement which involved considerable 
expense. By this Act it was proposed to enable all com- 
panies, whether they had a share capital or not, to take 
advantage of the Act, to register, and to avail them- 
selves of the facilities provided for winding up, in case it 
should become necessary. ‘Thus the measure would embrace 
mutual building societies, mutual loan societies, and mutual 
insurance companies; for there seemed to be no reason why, if 
the Act of 1844 were repealed, insurance companies should be 
excluded from the operation of the Bill. There was a new 
description of company to which he ought perhaps to allude. 
Their Lordships were aware that, in the case of companies with 
wilimited liability, persons who wished to have dealings with 
them looked solely to the standing of those who constituted 
them; whereas, in the case of companies with limited liability, 
such persons examined whether or not the calls had all been 
paid, knowing that if they had, the liability was at an end. In 
this Bill a sort of intermediate company was contemplated—a 
company which guaranteed that, in the event of their wind- 
ing up, they would cortribute a certain amount beyond the 
shares towards the liquidation of debts. He was told that it 
was not very likely that such companies would be formed, 
but it had been thought desirable that every description of 
company should be brought within the operation of the Bill. He 
would not trouble their Lordships with any of the minute de- 
tails of the Bill. It would be understood, from what he had said, 
that the proposed consolidation embraced all the provisions con- 
tained in former Acts, and that every kind of company was 
included in its purview; and the details would be reserved for 
the consideration of the committee. 

Lord BroveHam entirely agreed that tho nature of these 

Acts warranted consolidation, and there could be no objection 
to take the opportunity of making amendments. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 4. 
New Writ. 
A new writ was moved for Dublin University, in the room of 
Mr. Hamilton. 
BaNKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 
Lord Joun RussEwv gave notice of a Bill on this subject. 


CriminaL Law. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL gave notice that on that day 
fortnight he should move for leave to introduce a Bill for the 
consolidation of the criminal law of England and Ireland, and 
to place the law of both countries on that subject on the same 

g 
THe Occasional SERVICES. 
Mr. WALPoue introduced a Bill to repeal the Acts relating 
e services on the 30th January, 29th May, and 5th No- 


vember. 
Monday, Feb. 7. 
PAvUL AND STRAHAN, 

_ Mr. H, Suenman inquired, whether the Home Secretary 
intended to recommend the release of Sir J. D. Paul and Mr, 
Strahan from further imprisonment, on the ground that they 
already been punished to the extent demanded by the law? 
Mr, WaLPoLz observed, that since the two convicts in ques- 


tion received their sentence a new Act had been passed, by 
which the term of imprisonment assigned to crimes such as 
they had committed had been reduced to three years. There 
was, however, no precedent for remitting penalties once 
awarded under the existing law in consequence of subsequent 
modifications. He saw some inconvenience in now taking a 
step which must practically result in establishing such a rule, 


THE OccASIONAL SERVICES. 

Mr. WaLPoe, in moving the second reading of this Bill 
explained, that it had been found, on looking through all the 
Acts of Parliament relating to this subject, that there was a 
statute of Charles II. requiring the 23rd of October to be ob- 
served as the day on which the conspiracy for seizing the town 
of Dublin was supposed to have been discovered; that would 
also be included in the Acts this Bill proposed to repeal, in ad- 
dition to those relating to the 3lst January, 29th May, and 
5th November. 

Mr. HapFIeELD moved an amendment to postpone the Bill, 
but ultimately withdrew it, and the Bill was read a second 
time. 

ENDOWED SCHOOLS. 

Mr. DituwyYn introduced a Bill to amend the law respecting 
endowed schools, which is the same as his measure of last 
session. 

Manor Courts (IRELAND). 

Mr. WHITESIDE brought in a Bill for the abolition of manor 
courts and the better recovery of small debts in Ireland. Be- 
fore the institution of county courts in Ireland there were a 
number of manor courts, the constitution of each of which de- 
pended on the patent granted to the owner of the manor. 
Great evils grew up in these courts, which were corrected to a 
certain extent by an Act of Geo. IIL, but they still grew up, 
and continuéd until they had reached a point at which the pre- 
sent Lord Chancellor of Ireland described them as nuisances of 
the worst description, and that the only remedy for such a 
nuisance was its total abatement. It was the case that pro- 
ceedings in those courts were not liable to stamp duty, and that 
induced persons to resort to them rather than to the county 
courts. It was proposed to do away w:th these courts, and to 
give the magistrates in petty sessions jurisdiction up to 20s., 
with an appeal to the county court judge. 


SALE AND TRANSFER OF LAND—JUDGMENTS (IRELAND). 


Mr, WHITESIDE brought in a Bill to facilitate the sale and 
transfer of land, by simplifying and consolidating the law rela- 
ting to judgments, and by providing for the protection of pur- 
chasers against Crown debts in Ireland. He said that, in ancient 
times, judgments did not affect land. In the time of Edward I. 
the statute of elegit was passed, which created judgments into 
a kind of hovering lien on all property, and thongh a man 
might sell part of his land, yet any judgments existing against 
him still hovered over the land. In the time of George IL, 
judgments in Ireland were made assignable by law, and when 
a gentleman wanted to borrow money, which he often did in 
those days, he sent for a stamped deed, on the other side of 
which was endorsed a warrant to confess judgment, which 
judgment was capable of being assigned; so that, if it fell into 
the hands of a country attorney, he assigned it to a friend who 
brought it into the Court of Chancery, where ruinous costs 
accumulated directly, leaving the debtor no alternative but to 
borrow a fresh sum of money on a fresh judgment. After this 
a fictitious process was adopted, by which the land came into 
the hands of what was called a custodian. In 1835, Sir 
Michael O’Loghlen endeavoured to provide a remedy for this 
state of things, which proved a greater evil than the one it 
sought to remedy, for he gave power to creditors, instead of 
taking a moiety of the rents and profits of an -estate, as was 
the case under an “elegit,” to appoint a receivér over the 
whole. The next Act was called Pigot’s Act, being the 3rd 
and 4th Vict., which was a step in the wrong direction, for 
it extended the lien to chattel interests, leaseholds, and terms 
for lives over which receivers were appointed, and the com- 
plication greatly increased. The result was, that in 1849 
& committee of the House was appointed to consider the evils of 
the receiver system in Ireland. The Act of 12 & 13 Vict. was 

to carry out the recommendations of that committee, and 
he found in it a solution of part of the difficulty, for it was 
enacted, that where a judgment was not for more than £150 it 
should not be allowed to be alien on land, and that not until 
execution had been delivered should it affect land, nor should a 
receiver be appointed. If this principle was good for £150, why 
should it not be good for £150,000? In making such a 





ro- 
position one might be fortified by the report of the Real bro. 
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perty Commission, in which it was said that the state of the law 
as regarded judgments against land was most objectionable, 
whether as regarded “legit,” or by making dormant judg- 
ments a continuing charge, which rendered land unsaleable; 
and they said that.a judgment ought not to affect land till 
execution was delivered. Sir John Romilly, by an Act 
of 14 & 15 Vict., endeavoured to cure this evil, but 
his measure had produced a greater evil than before. 
The system which had been devised at a period before the In- 
cumbered Estates Court was created was this. It was enacted 
that the judgment should no longer be a charge upon the land, 
but that the judgment creditor should make an affidavit in the 
office for Registering Deeds in Ireland, declaring his debtor to 
be possessed of certain lands, whereupon the affidavit was to 
be considered as a deed, of which the debtor was to be con- 
sidered as the grantor, and the creditor as the grantee. By 
the next section of the Act this affidavit was turned into a 
mortgage as soon as it was registered, and thence this Act of 
Parliament came to be called the Judgment Mortgage Act. 
All the evils sought to be removed by the first part of the 
Act were continued under the second part, by which the judg- 
ment creditor could obtain a receiver. But recent decisions 
had proved this Act of Parliament to be totally inoperative. 
The intention of it was to give the original creditor who had 
obtained a judgment all the rights of a mortgagee; but it had 
been decided that he could only take the residue of the pro- 
perty, after satisfying all the charges which the debtor had laid 
upon it. This had been lately exemplified in an extraordinary 
case, where the creditor of a joint stock bank had obtained a 
judgment against one of the shareholders, and the Chancellor 
held it was not a mortgage. The result was, that no convey- 
ancer in Ireland would allow any client to lend money on such 
a security. It was impossible to say what was the law on this 
matter, and the only remedy was to take the bold course of 
repealing all the statutes which related to it, and re-enacting 
whatever was useful at the present day, giving against the 
property of the debtor all the remedies which the creditor now 
possessed, but not admitting the judgment as a specific security 
on the land until the creditor had lodged an equitable execu- 
tion, in the shape of a petition to the Landed Estates Court, for 
the sale of the property of the debtor. This was the only 
remedy it was now proposed to give; and it was one in accord- 
ance with the old principles of common law, as well as with 
the opinion of the real property commissioners, the evidence of 
several eminent witnesses, and the Bill which Lord St. Leonards 
introduced last year, by which it was provided that a judgment 
should not be a lien on the land until after execution had been 
obtained. ‘The effect would be to get rid of the appointment 
of receivers under judgments, and to simplify the whole of 
those tranctions. 

Mr. Mains congratulated the Solicitor-General for Ireland 
on this measure, which he thotght would prove most useful in 
simplifying the law, and abolishing a monstrous evil. There 
might be a hundred judgments against a debtor, and it was 
absurd that a mortgagee should be required to see them cleared 
away before he could foreclose. A judgment ought not to be a 
lien on a landed estate, any more than upon the debtor’s house- 
hold furniture. 


RECEIVERS IN Court OF CHANCERY (IRELAND). 

Mr. Wurtesipe moved for leave to bring in a Bill for the 
abolition, in certain cases, of receivers of the Court of Chancery 
in Ireland. On this subject there had been several committees 
of inquiry, and their opinions had been very clearly expressed. 
It might be interesting to state, with regard to the operations of 
the Landed Estates Court, that since it was established, there 
had been sold no less than £23,933,566 worth of land. Buta 
great quantity of land in Ireland still remained under incum- 
brances, and there were upwards of 1100 receivers of estates 
under the control of the Masters’ office, every person who 
obtained a judgment being in the habit of applying for 
a receiver. The receivers were obliged to enter into recog- 
nisances, and each find two sureties, so that their estates and 
those of the sureties were involved in the Chancery complica- 
tion. The effect had been to complicate the land of that 
country to such an extent as required a strong measure now to 
clear it. There had been eighty-four receivers appointed during 
the last year, and a stop must be put to the mischief. By the 
present Bill it was provided, that where a judgment was ob- 
tained, the appointment of a receiver should not be the rule, 
but the exception. 


Lunatic AsyLums (IRELAND). 
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to inquire into this matter. The commissioners visited all fh, 
lunatic asylums in Ireland, and examined all the officials ay 
other persons acquainted with the treatment of the insane 


recommendations, which it was proposed by this Bill to 
out, though not quite to the extent the commissioners prep 
This Bill only extended to the lunatic poor, and did not intep. 
fere with private asylums. Its main feature was the substity. 
tion of local authority for the central or governmental auth. 
rity as to the management and erection of lunatic asylum, 
It proposed to repeal all former statutes relating to public 
lunatic asylums in Ireland, and would form a complete code jn 
which every person connected with these institutions would g 
once be able to ascertain the nature and extent of his duties, 
The analogy of the English Act was adhered to so far as was 
consistent with the state of things in Ireland. 


HIGHWAYS. 
Mr. Harpy brought in a Bill to amend the law relating t 
highways. 
Tuesday, Feb, 8. 
New MEMBERs. 


Mr. Adams, for Boston, and the Lord Advocate for Lip. 
lithgowshire, took the oaths and their seats. 


New Writs 


Were ordered for the boroughs of Enniskillen and Greenwich, 
in the room of Messrs. Whiteside and Townsend. 


Norices oF Brixs. 


Mr. Mackinnon for a Bill establishing councils of conciliation 
between masters and workmen; Mr. M‘Mahon for a Bill 
regulating the fisheries. 

ELECTIONS. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, in answer to Mr. BERKELEY, said, 
that an early upportunity, probably when the Reform Bill 
came on, would be taken by some member of Government to 
state their intentions as to corrupt practices at elections. 

Mr. Coxrns brought in a Bill to assimilate the time of pro- 
ceeding to election and polling in England, Ireland, and Seot- 
land; to limit the time of proceeding to election during recess, 
and for vacating seats by bankrupt members of the House of 
Commons; and for other election purposes. 


CuurcH Rates. 
Sir J. TRELAwnNy brought in a Bill for their total abolition; 
Mr. Aucock one for their voluutary commutation. 


PauPER SETTLEMENT. 

Mr. S. Estcourt moved for and obtained the appointment 
of a select committee to examine into the operation of the Act 
9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, which enacted that no poor person should 
be removable who had resided five years in any one parish; 
and also the Acts 10 & 11 Vict. c, 110, and 11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 110, which provided that the relief given to such irremovable 
poor person should be charged on the common fund of the 
union. It was proposed to decide whether the provisions of 
the two Acts should be maintained; and ruder what conditions, 
or whether they should be superseded by some other provisions. 


m SALE oF Poisons. 

Mr. WALPOLE introduced a Bill to regulate the sale of poi- 
sons, founded on the Arsenic Act passed some years ago, which 
had greatly decreased the number of poisonings by arsenic. 
The Registrar-General’s report showed that the number of 
cases of arsenic poisoning during the year 1857 was reduced to 
27; whereas, in the two years 1837 and 1838, there were 185 
cases, or 94 in a year. The Bill provided, that the person who 
sold certain poisons should be required to keep each article in 
a box or vessel labelled, in a conspicuous manner, with the 
word “ poison,” and that the article should be sold in a wrapper 
or cover also labelled “ poison.” Certain penalties were imposed 
for breaking this law, and power was given to the justices in 
session to order any constable to-go into shops where such arti- 
cles were sold, and to see that the law was duly observed. 
object was chiefly to regulate the keeping and sale of poisons, 
so as to prevent the fearful number of accidents which had 
arisen from the sale of these articles. The other point was, the 
articles which should be included“in the schedule as poisonous 
articles, The committee of the House of Lords had 
twenty-three articles in one schedule, and he did not know how 
many in the other. Now, it was impossible to expect that the 
business of chemists and druggists could be carried on with 
such regulations; and he had cut down the number of articles 





Lord Naas brought in a Bill to amend the law relating to 
lunatic asylums in Ireland. In 1856 a commission was issued 


from twenty-three to thirteen, and should be glad to find that 
it could be still further diminished. ; 











They produced a very full report, and made some importay: 
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Thursday, Feb. 10. 
New Writs 


Were ordered for East Worcestershire, the West Riding of York, 
Hythe, in the room of Colonel Rushout, Viscount Gode- 
and Sir John Ramsden, 


Copnty Prisons (IRELAND). 


Lord Naas brought in a Bill to consolidate and amend the 
existing Acts (fourteen in number) relating to county prisons 
in Ireland. 

Statute Law CoMMIssIon. 

Mr. Locxs Kixe moved for a return of the expenditure of 
tho commission, and the draughtsmen employed, in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper No. 78, Session 1855. The commission 
had now sat six or seven years, and had done nothing. He 
asked the intention of the Government with respect to the com- 
mission, and also with respect to the consolidation of the 
criminal law. 

Mr. HapF1g.p seconded the motion, and commented on the 

juctiveness of the commission. 

. WALPOLE thought that the commission had given the 
public much valuable information; but on the whole the Go- 
yernment were considering whether the commission might not 
be stopped for a time. With regard to the criminal law, the 
Bills of the Attorney-General would not only consolidate, but 
also amend, and would effect a great improvement in the statute 
law of both England and Ireland. 





New ARRANGEMENT 48 TO PRiIvaTe BILLs. 

An arrangement has been come to in respect to private Bills 
before Parliament, which will come into operation this session 
for the first time, and which, it is believed, will conduce very 
materially to facilitate the public business. Hitherto it has 
heen the practice to refer all Bills in the first instance to select 
committees of the House of Commons, and in some cases where 
great interests are concerned and the Bills are opposed, nearly 
the whole of the session is consumed before they pass their final 
stages in the House of Commons, and the consequence is, that 
while the Lords are kept without Bills for months, an immense 
number are thrown upon their hands at the end of the session, 
when time will not permit them to give that attention to them 
which they require, and which they would otherwise bestow on 
them. To avoid that state of things, and more nearly to 
equalise the work of these prelimiuary inquiries, it has been 
determined by the Standing Orders Committee that in the first 
instance fifty-four of these Bills shall be considered by com 
mittees of the House of Lords, and thus bring the Upper House 
into a working condition at the early part of the 


” 
— 


Erelanv. 





Dusuin, THURSDAY. 

To the lawyer no period of the year can be more interesting 
than the first week of a new session of Parliament, especially 
at a time when the management of affairs is entrusted toa 
professedly law-reforming administration. Her Majesty's 
Speech last week gave some vague promises of forthcoming 
whemes for amendment of bankruptcy, criminal, and real pro- 
perty law—promises distinct enough to awaken "general atten- 
o and induce inquiry as to what the law officers really con- 

. This week, so far as Ireland is concerned, we at 
~ can form an idea as to the intentions of those in power— 
for Attorney-General Whiteside has already explained most of 
the items of his budget, with a degree of candour which might 
Well be imitated by those who are charged with certain English 
Bills to which se many readers of this journal are anxiously 

forward. 

Mr. Whiteside’s Bills are more remarkable, perhaps, for the 
mprehensiveness of their titles than for anything else. How 
startling, for instance, is the endorsement of his Bill, “further 
to facilitate the transfer of land!” How great the feeling of 
Telief when we find in it nothing but a mild proposition for di- 
the operation of judgments, hitherto commonly 
a8 specific charges against land! The Irish law of 
ts is in a state of confusion which is really indeseri- 
It will, therefore, be a decided advantage to have the 
subject. simplified as proposed—by depriving judgments of all 
sifeot against the toe of the debtor until “equitable execu- 
tion” is “eo out upon them—in the shape of a petition for sale 
to the mf Estates Court. Other Bills are prepared for the 
ay all pavenase of abolishing the petty and vexatious 

and of putting an end to the bad system of 










Sppointing Chancery receivers in cases where a sale of the pro- 
perty would be the proper remedy for the creditor to pursue. 
A Bill is also promised for amending the procedure, &c., of the 
Court of Chancery—although this was supposed to have een 
amply done in 1850, when the “ Court of Chancery Regulation 
Act” was passed. After all, we suspect that the promised 
Bill will attempt nothing but the raising of a few salaries of 
ardent supporters of the Whiteside dynasty—who have of late 
been permanently located in the Court of Chancery—and the 
abolishing of a sinecure place—the Clerkship of the Hanaper, 
held by one of them who, after but a six months’ tenure of 
office, is now expecting to be “ abolished” on full salary. Such 
will be the chief results of a commission of inquiry which has 
just sat, and on whose recommendations are based, in all pro- 
bability, the leading clauses of the Bill now about ‘being intro- 
duced into the House. 

Far more important will be the English Law Bills, whenever 
they make their appearance. Bankruptcy and insolvency will 
doubtless be assimilated, as they were in Ireland by an Act of 
last session; and the enormous charges which beset a proceed- 
ing in the Bankruptcy Court will be reduced to more reason- 
able limits. Criminal law may without difficulty be con- 
solidated, for drafts of bills for that purpose have been in pre- 
paration for many years, and there is little scope for difference 
of opinion as regards details, But the sale and transfer of 
land, as connected with indefeasible title, is the great question 
of the session, affecting as it does both the public and the law- 
yers. Of this nothing can be said, until the leading features 
of the scheme are made public. We can, perhaps, form some 
idea of the interest which must be felt on this point in England, 
by observing the degree of curiosity manifested here 3s to the 
forthcoming measures of Secretary Walpole, and the Solicitor- 
General. ‘The connection of the latter learned functionary 
with the subject is regarded as a good omen, as he is believed 
to be by no means enamoured of the “ Registration of Title” 
project. Even were the matter resting with Secretary Walpole 
alone, it were hard to believe that he would persist in a scheme 
which, based upon false reasoning, would inevitably prove a 
failure, and which is emphatically disapproved of not only by 
the profession throughout England, but also by lawyers in 
Treland, who have had peculiar facilities for forming a judg- 
ment as to the value of “ Registration.” That the solicitors of 
Ireland are not averse to improvement is demonstrated by their 
unanimous approval of the Incumbered Estates Court; but we 
question whether one in twenty of them would pronounce the 
“General Registry of Deeds,” which has existed here for a 
century and a half, to be ought but a “delusion and a snare.” 


-— 
> 


The Provinces. 





AXBRIDGE.—County Court—On Thursday, the 3rd instant, 
this court was opened at the Town-hall, when not a 
single case came on for hearing before the judge, who was 
presented, in a neat speech by Mr. Bruges Fry, the registrar, 
with a pair of white kid gloves, a fitting token of a maiden 
court. In acknowledging the gift, the judge observed that it was 
his wish that the registrar should appear in court in the usual 
appendages of wig and gown attached to the office. He con- 
sidered it a proper compliment to the Court; it was usual in 
other courts, but had not been adopted in this court since it had 
been separated from Weston-super-Mare; but as regarded at- 
torneys, he must leave it to them to exercise their own good 
judgment as to whether or not they would pay the respect due 
to the Court by robing in future. 

BirMincHamM.—The New Assize for Birmingham.+-At a meet- 
ing of the Town Council, on Tuesday last, the Town Clerk 
read a letter from Mr. Coleridge, the Clerk of Assize for the 
Midland Circuit, requesting a scheme pointing out the best dis. 
trict that could be found around Birmingham for the proposed 
new division of the county for a civil assize. The letter was 
written at the suggestion of the Under-Secretary of State, who 
desired it to be intimated that no new arrangement that might 
be made would take effect until the summer, though it was de- 
sirable that all the details and arrangements should be 
vided for at once. Mr. Coleridge said, it was not intend 
include much of the county; indeed, the new division would 
consist of Birmingham and its suburbs, with any parishes that 
might be conveniently added, 

New Magistrates —With regard to this subject, mentioned in 
our last, at a meeting of the borough justices, a resolution 
was adopted to the effect that it was desirable to increase the 
number of magistrates, and a list was drawn up to be sent to 
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the Lord Chancellor for his consideration. The list is almost 
entirely different from one which has also been sent up by the 
Town Council. 

Dupiey.—Out of the whole of the business brought before 
the magistrates last Monday, there was not a single case of 
conviction or commitment, the like of which has not occurred 
during the last seventeen years.—Birmingham Journal. 

Hawirax.—Nuisance from Chemical Works——On Feb. 1, at 
the Halifax Borough Court, Mr. Thomas Outram, manufacturing 
chemist, Greetland, was charged, under the 64th section of the 
Public Health Act, with creating an offensive nuisance near the 
Gas Works, Halifax, by the manufacture of sulphate of ammo- 
nia. The Town Clerk appeared in support of the information, 
and Mr. Blanshard for the defendant. The case occupied many 
hours in the hearing, but may be briefly stated as follows:— 
Some time ago defendant made a contract with the corporation 
to buy, for five years, a]l the ammoniacal liquor manufactured 
by the corporation in the process of making gas. Subsequently 
the defendant leased a plot of ground close by the works, on 
which he has erected premises to which the liquor is taken, and 
from which liquor he made sulphate of ammonia. The com- 
plaint, therefore, was, that in the making of this sulphate of 
ammonia the nuisance was created. Several witnesses, neigh- 
bours, testified that the smell from the works was most offen- 
sive; that it made them sick and vomit; and that frequently 
they had to get up in the night in order to let fresh air into 
their houses. Much scientific and conflicting evidence was 
adduced on both sides, and after a very lengthy trial the bench 
declared they considered the nuisance arose from Mr, Outram’s 
works. No penalty was asked for, but an adjournment took 
place to allow an arrangement. 

LeEps.— The Increase of Crime and the Inadequate Remune- 
ration of Witnesses.—The inadequate remuneration of witnesses, 
under the recent order of the Home Secretary, has received the 
consideration of the magistrates and the watch committee, both 
these bodies having, within the last two days, forwarded 
memorials to Mr. Walpole, praying for a revision and extension 
of the scale of payment to witnesses. Finding that a consider- 
able number of undetected robberies had been committed in 
Leeds, the watch committee were induced to inquire how it was 
that the perpetrators of such offences were not more frequently 
apprehended. Mr. Superintendent Granhan offered an expla- 
nation to the committee, and as one grave reason why thieves 
were not more frequently and speedily brought to justice, stated 
that ever since the new table of fees came into operation there 
had been a notorious disinclination on the part either of pro- 
secutors or witnesses to give evidence. Beside this, policemen 
in adjoining towns hesitated to take steps for the apprehension 
of criminals, because they knew that if they had to convey them 
to Leeds, the expense would be heavier than the allowance they 
would receive. Having discussed the remedy which they con- 
ceived ought to be applied, the watch committee determined to 
memorialise the Home Secretary with the view of obtaining a 
revision of the scale of payment to witnesses. A statement 
was.drawn up, embodying their views, and forwarded by the 
Mayor (Sir P. Fairbairn) to the Home Secretary. His Worship 
also brought the subject before the borough magistrates, who 
adopted a similar memorial to the Home Secretary. 


Lewes.—Much dissatisfaction prevails in Lewes and its neigh- 
bourhood at the manner in which the criminal law of the 
Court of Quarter Sessions for that district is administered by 
the noble chairman, the Earl of Chichester. His Lordship’s 
notorious habit of inflicting solitary confinement with hard 
labour on persons tried before him for petty offences, has be- 
come quite proverbial in this locality, and is alleged as one of 
the chief reasons of the inhabitants of Brighton seeking to in- 
corporate that town under the Municipal Act. Without any 
desire to impugn his Lordship’s judicial capacity in other 
respects, we do most sincerely doubt the propriety of putting 
in practice the utmost rigour of the law on criminals for light 
offences. 


LivERPOOoL.—Breach of the Emigrant Passengers Act—At 
the Liverpool Police Court,.on Saturday last, Captain Schom- 
berg, Government agent at that port for the superintendence of 
emigrant passengers, appeared to complain against Messrs. 
James Baines & Co., for having on bogrd the Donald M‘Kay, on 
her passage from Melbourne to Liverpool with passengers, a 
quantity of hides, it being expressly forbidden by the Act that 
hides should be carried in a passenger ship; that a number of 
men, being passengers, were enrolled as part of the crew of the 
ship; and that the ship was not provided with the necessary 
provisions and stores, as ‘prescribed by the Act. Evidence 
having been given to prove that there was hardly an article of 








diet fit for human food, the magistrate inflicted a fine of £10; 
and, in the case of the hides, a fine of £5 and costs. 

Chamber of Commerce.—The ninth annual meeting of thi, 
body was held on Monday, Mr. C. Bushell in the chair, 4 
report was read, from which we extract the following:—“j 
stated that the Council were preparing a Bill to amend the lay 
relating to foreign debtors; and, with reference to the cent, 
system of weights now used at Liverpool and elsewhere by thy 
corn-trade, the Commercial Law Committee will report 
the advisability of having weights of five, ten, twenty-five, ani 
fifty lbs. stamped as legal. 

MANCHESTER.—Eztraordinary Bill Transactions.—Re Jol, 
Bradley, Feb. 7—This was an application made in the Bank. 
ruptcy Court before Mr. Commissioner Jemmett, by Mr. Leresche, 
barrister, on behalf of the bankrupt, for his certificate. Mr. Seddgy 
opposed the application on the part of Messrs. Boyd, creditor 
for £1000. He said, the bankrupt had given his acceptancg 
(some of them signed in blank) to the amount .of £9500, for 
the accommodation of some persons calling themselves a Starch 
Company; and the whole of his assets did not exceed £80, 
which was barely sufficient to pay the expenses of the bank. 
ruptey.—Mr. Leresche admitted that the bankrupt had bem 
guilty of great imprudence; but he had been victimised by 
others. He commenced business as an insurance agent; and in 
June last, three persons, named Seward, Kingchurch, and 
Smith, from London, appointed him as agent for the Lond 
Starch Company, at a salary of £200 a year, of which they 
represented themselves to be directors, to sell the shares of the 
company in Manchester. However, Manchester did not prove 
to be a good market for the shares, and, as the com 
required money to pay for the contracts into which they 
had entered, Seward, Kingchurch, and Smith, induced th 
bankrupt to give them his acceptances, promising to de 
posit with him shares in the company of equivalent value, 
The Commissioner said that this was one of the grossest cases 
of swindling that had ever come into his court, or that had 
ever been introduced into Manchester. Between September 
and December of last year the bankrupt had accepted bills for 
upwards of £9000, to be circulated in this district and in Lon 
don. One of these, for £1800, had been discounted at full 
value. Another, for £1000, was discounted in the same way 
by Messrs. Boyd. What would become of the other bills he 
did not know, but it was clear that they were in the market. 
The bankrupt, in his defence, had alleged that he was swindled, 
inasmuch as he had received no deposit of shares, as promised. 
But was that any excuse? If a man undertook to act as agent 
for a company, was that a reason why he should put his name 
to bills for £9000, when he had not £90 to meet them? There 
could not be any excuse for such conduct. It was evident that 
directors and agent had all combined to defraud the public by 
means of these fictitious bills. Under these circumstances he 
should suspend the bankrupt’s certificate for twelve months, 
without protection, and at the end of that period it would be 
granted of the third class, 


Souru SH1eLps.—On Wednesday, February 2, the quarterly 
meeting of the Council was held in the Town-hall, the Mayor, 
J. Williamson, Esq., in the chair. The Committee of Finance 
reported that the Town Clerk had been in correspondence 
with his law agent in London, with regard to the Local 
Government Act as affecting the assessment for district rate. 
The Local Government Act supersedes the Public Health Act. 
The Local Improvement Act, procured by the corporation in 
1853, incorporated many of the clauses of the Public Health 
Act; and the question submitted by the Town Clerk for the 
opinion of the Council was, how far the Local Government Act 
affects the local Act, as embodied in the clauses of the Public 
Health Act, the collection of the general district rate, or whe- 
ther, as matters now stand, the special district rates should be 
absorbed in a general district rate, the whole town giving mort- 
gage for special sewerage purposes, or that the rates and respon- 
sibilities be special as heretofore.—Newcastle Chronicle. 

WAKEFIELD.—Novel Ground of Appeal against a Poor-Rate. 
—At the petty sessions at Wakefield for hearing appeals 
against poor-rates, one of rather a singular character was 
cided on Monday last. Mr. B. Burnley, of Methley, was the 
appellant, and the overseers of that parish were the respondents. 
Mr. Blanshard appeared in support of the appeal, the 
of which were as follows:—On the 1st)of November last a poor- 
rate was laid for the parish of Methley, and the amount claimed 
of appellant thereunder in respect of two collieries was 
691. 15s. 10d. On the 10th of June, 1858, the men em 
at those collieries “struck,” and for twenty-five weeks alter 
that time the pits had been worked at a loss, and conseq 
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garing that period, and for some further time after the laying 
of this rate, the proprietor had had no beneficial interest in 
them: Mr. Blanshard admitted that he could not quote any 
case precisely on all-fours with the present, but he contended, 
-gevertheless, that an appeal under the circumstances would lie. 
for the respondents, Mr. Barrett argued that the “strike” was 
the fault of the appellant himself, who wished to reduce the 
-wages of his men, and that his property, therefore, ought not 
to be exempt from the full amount of poor-rate.' In giving the 
decision of the bench, the chairman said that the Court were of 
opinion that an appeal would not lie for a partial or casual loss 

the nature complained of, and they therefore should confirm 
the rate. 


WoLVERHAMPTON.—Costs in Vagrancy and similar Prosecu- 
tions —On the question of costs, in a case of vagrancy, tried at 
the police court, on the 3rd inst., Mr. Leigh observed, that in 
gich cases, in Birmingham, the costs were paid out of the 
‘Borough Fund, and suggested that a similar course should be 
in Wolverhampton. In vagrant and assault cases 
where the prosecutor was in indigent circumstances, the fees 
‘had never been exacted. He considered that the Town 
Council, as the guardians of the public, had the greatest 
4nterest in prosecutions of this nature, and there was no 
question of the power of the Town Council to order pay- 
ment. There was another great grievance, in the case of medi- 
cal and other witnesses. A surgeon was called the other 
day as a witness in a prosecution for rape. His evidence was 
material in the proceedings before the justices, but not material 
for the trial at Stafford. On application to the watch com- 
mittee for his expenses, the reply was, that they had no funds, 
Under these circumstances, he could not call a medical man to 
attend again, and the consequence would be that the magistrates 
would have to decide on imperfect evidence. On another 
occasion, half-a-guinea was ordered to a medical witness out of 
the poor-box, the magistrates having no other fund at their 
di Mr. Underhill said, he should be happy to bring the 
‘subject before the Town Council. 


False Weights and Measures.—Several cases of illegal weights 
-and measures have been brought before the justices of this town, 
and in many instances the guilty persons have been severely 
punished for their nefarious practices. We cannot too much 
reprobate this growing evil in all large towns, where the poor 
alone are made the victims of a base and cruel imposition. In 
all cases where the parties are found’guilty, the utmost severity 
of the law should be inflicted, which would operate as a solemn 
warning to themselves and other dealers in like commodities, 
against the disgraceful and dishonest practice of defrauding the 
public, in the most flagrant manner, by means of an unsuspected 
false pretence; for it may be safely inferred, that, in the great 
majority of cases, when the balance is against the consumer, 
the defendant has a guilty knowledge of the fact. It is ridi- 
culous to suppose for a moment that weights and scales can, in 
Aacomparatively short period of time, by limited use, become so 
accidentally impaired as to be the means of favouring the 
dealer unconsciously to a great extent. Neither is it at all pro- 
bable that pewter or earthenware measures should become 
counterfeit by being in constant use, or manufactured so with- 
outa motive. In the case we allude to, a number of pub- 
licans were summoned for having in their possession a number 
of stoneware quart and pint jugs of less capacity than the im- 
perial standard. Though the law as it stands cannot affect 
either the potter or the crockman, yet it must be admitted that 
great deal of culpable negligence lies at the door of both; and 
in many instances, we have no doubt, the honest dealer is easily 
tempted to become rogue. The bench very properly fined the 
defendants. 


2 
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Communications, Correspondence, and 
Extracts. 


POST-OBIT BONDS. 
To the Editor of Tar Souicrtors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Smr,—Will you allow me, through the medium of your 
to remind the public of the unsatisfactory state of the 

law with to post-obit bonds, and to show that it is 
desirable there should be a law requiring such bonds to be 
Tegistered within a certain time before the death of the obligor, 
or some means taken whereby the ends of any person disposed 
toforge the signature of another to a post-obit bond may be 
ed during the life-time of such other person. I will 

state a case which has lately arisen within my own knowledge, 








and which was a few weeks since tried in either the superior 
courts orin one of the London county courts. The case was as 
follows:—Upon the death of A. a bond was produced by B., in 
which A. appeared as obligor for the sum of £1000 payable to 
B. on his (A.’s) decease.  B., of course, alleged the signature 
appearing on the face of the bond to be that of A.; and in order 
to prove, what the representatives of A. were convinced of, on the 
production of the bond, i. e. that no such bond had ever been 
given by A., and that the signature was a forgery, it was, of 
course, necessary to take the case into the courts, which, as I 
before said, was done; and as it happened in this case, abundant 
‘evidence was forthcoming to prove the forgery of A.’s signature. 
The holder of the bond turns out to be a man of straw, and 
unable to pay costs. 

There are few things easier than for a person with no cha- 
racter to lose, to prepare post-obit bonds, and as in the case I have 
stated, forge thereto the signature of any person with whom he 
may have had business transactions.— Yours truly, H. 





DIVORCE COURT. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxricrrors’ JourNaAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—The inadequacy of the present system of the Divorce 
Court to meet the exigencies of the suitors is becoming more, 
and very painfully, apparent; and the experience of the past 
six or eight months has placed it beyond a doubt that additional 
judicial strength is indispensable. 

The letters which have lately appeared on the subject in the 
Times detail cases of grievous hardship on suitors, such as ought 
never to be permitted to occur again. 

To these cases of grievance I can add another within my 
own experience; it is that of a petition presented some eight 
months since, which was placed by the officers of the Court 
high in the list for hearing on the 26th of last November, on 
which day the petitioner, as in duty bound, presented hi 
in Court with his witnesses, all of them having travelled some 
200 miles for the purpose. After a stay of a week in town, and 
of daily attendance on the Court, they were dismissed to their 
homes by the full Court terminating its very brief sittings 
without having been able to give the case a hearing. On the 
Ist of February, the petition being again in the paper, the peti- 
tioner and his witnesses took another journey to town, and 
continued in due attendance on the Court until the end of the 
four days, during which the full Court sat, when they were 
again dismissed without a hearing until April next; and when 
the expenses of subpoenas, refreshers, railway fares, tavern bills, 
&c., will have to be for the third time incurred. 

The case when heard will, judging from similar preceding 
ones, occupy the Court something less than an hour, yet even 
that hour’s attention the petitioner has not yet been able to 
obtain. 

This state of things surely will not be allowed to continue, 
for the Legislature which has called into existence this new 
form of remedy, must feel it incumbent on itself to place the 
remedy in a less dilatory and costly shape before that portion 
of the community which may be so unhappily situated as to be 
obliged to have recourse to it. As to the modes of doing this 
there seem to be only two—either to require the judges to sit 
more frequently in full court, or, if that will too far derange 
the business of the court to which those judges respectively 
belong, to create fresh judges exclusively for the business of 
the Divorce Court.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Feb. 10, 1859. A Soxicrror. 





A FRENCH LAWSUIT. 


A lawsuit of no ordinary interest is expected to eccupy the 
attention of one of the civil courts next week. All the money- 
lenders of London will remember that some twelve years ago 
Prince Louis Napoleon, when desperately hard up, was continu- 
ally endeavouring to raise the wind upon a mortgage of alleged 
claims upon the French Government in respect of the property 
of his mother, Queen Hortense. Prospectuses setting forth his 
title to countless millions, which he offered to the public in 
shares of convenient amount, were profusely circulated, but 
met with small favour from the monied interest, either in 
Houndsditch or elsewhere. It is, however, now stated by 
MM. De Cock & Terwangue, bankers, of Antwerp, plaintifis 
in an action brought against his Majesty Napoleon III. in 
his own courts, that in 1847, one M. Aristide Ferrére 
obtained from Prince Napoleon, for valuable consideration, 
an assignment of all his (the prince’s) rights and credits 
against the French Government, as the representative of 
Queen Hortense, his mother. Pursuant to this assignment, 
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title deeds valued at 10,000,000 franes were deposited with 
M. de Prima, a French notary in London. M. A. Ferrére, in 
order to render his security readily negotiable, divided the ten 
millions into one hundred shares, of 100,000 franes each. Two 
of these shares were deposited with the plaintiffs by way of 

for money owing to them by Ferrére. Ferrére has 
never paid his debt, and now Messrs. Cock and Terwangue, 
availing themselves of the French law, which allows the 
sovereign to be sued in the civil courts, like any other citizen, 
bring their action. One difficulty in their way is, that, in 1852, 
the Prince President, when he confiscated the property of the 
Orleans family, declared in the Moniteur that he would release 
the State from all his claims to his mother’s fortune, The 
plaintiffs contend that this release cannot be binding on them 
as purchasers for a valuable consideration; but that, at all 
events, the Emperor having cancelled the shares which were 
negotiated with his sanction and privity, is personally liable to 
them. On the other hand, the validity of the assignment to 
Ferrére is contested by the Emperor. 


2 
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Review. ‘ 


The Common Law of Kent ; or, the Customs of Gavelkind. By 
Tuomas Kosrnson, Esq., of Lincoln’s inn. A New Edition, 
by J. D. Norwoob, Solicitor. Ashford: Henry Igglesden. 
1858. 


This book is, on the whole, a useful reprint of a learned 
work, on a subject of much interest to legal students, and not 
without considerable practical importance to lawyers. As there 
seems little prospect that the recommendation of the Real Pro- 
perty Commissioners, made many years ago in favour of the 
abolition of gavelkind, will be at present carried out, it is 
necessary that a knowledge of the peculiar law incident to 
Kent, and to some other parts of England and Wales, should be 
kept up. Mr. Norwood has, no doubt, had experience as a 

ractising solicitor in what has been termed the common law of 
county, and he has added to the book some precedents of 
feoffments by infant heirs in gavelkind, &c. We can hardly 
rove of the sweeping curtailment in some particulars of 

t. Robinson’s original work, for the subject is one which pre- 
eminently demands minute and accurate study, and nothing 
should have been omitted which could throw light on the his- 
tory of the old form of tenure; but, on the whole, we think 
that Mr, Norwood has discharged his task fairly. 


——~»——_— 
Societies and Enstitutions. 








LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

On Monday a paper was read at this society, Lord 
Broveuam in the chair, “ On the Office and Duty of Coroner,” 
in which the author (Mr. Dempsy) recommended the entirely 
remodelling, by Act of Parliament, of the whole system in this 
ancient office, and a great extension of the duties of the 
coroner, Although the law held the coroner responsible, under 
pain of fine, for holding inquiries when called upon, yet county 
magistrates had been in the habit, in many counties, of disallow- 
ing coroner's fees; and to such a serious pitch had this system 
arrived, that inquests had not been held in cases where the law 
imperatively demanded them. Very recently such a state of 
things was brought under the notice of the Home Office as oc- 
curring in Kent. He would have the coroners salaried, and not 
paid by fees, and he would give to the coroner’s court a super- 
vision over chemists and druggists in the sale of poisons and 
drugs; and the adulteration of food, as being injurious to the 
public health, should be an indictable offence through the Court 
at the quarter sessions. Investigations on all sanitary matters 
should be left with the Court, and parochial officials should be 
severely dealt with where death arose from their neglect, 
cruelty, or indifference. The author further proposed an im- 
portant oe as regards infanticide and concealment of birth. 
A case of infanticide was, under existing circumstances, very 
hard to prove; but he would check infanticide by obtaining a 
more wide definition of concealment of birth, and punishing 
severely for the minor offence. In Scotland the law was much 
clearer on this subject, and there could be no doubt a large 
population was thereby saved; it being there held to be con- 
cealment of birth not only where the body was concealed after 
death, but where the mother concealed her pregnant condition 
for a certain period before confinement. He also proposed to 
abolish inquiry into the state of mind of persons who had com- 
mitted suicide, and to establish o coroner's system in Scotland. 


a 

Mr. Hastines considered the question one that affected 
whole kingdom, for the health, safety, and welfare of 
people hung upon the proper administration of the co 
court, The interference of the magistrate was likely to Ie 
and, in fact, did lead to very serious results. In Staffo 
the magistrates were in the habit of cutting down the corongy 
fees, and determining what inquiries ought or ought not to; 
held; and it was a singular but telling fact that, after the fin: 
order was issued, crime increased, and William Palmer 
menced his notorious career. With respect to the law of ip, 
fanticide, it was to be regretted that it was not better defing 
and an alteration such as alluded to in the paper just read 
would be attended with much public benefit. As the law » 
stood, the prosecution must prove that the child was w 
extruded from the body of its mother, and had an inde 
living existence, at the time the violence was committed. 
prove this was in 99 cases out of 100 a medical impossibility, 
and the crime had now become so frequent as to demand m 
immediate alteration in the law. 

Mr, Dempsy laid before the meeting the heads of a Bill he 
had drawn up. This proposed to repeal all old Acts and por. 
tions of Acts touching the coroner’s office, at the same fins 
consolidating the important principles and precedents involved, 
The new measure would specially provide for the election of 
properly qualified coroners sid deputy coroners, and their 
salaries, the prevention of magisterial interference, the arres 
and bailing of persons accused on suspicion, prosecutions for 
infanticide and concealment of birth, &c. The powers of the 
Court would be more clearly defined, fines allowed to be im. 
posed where there was culpable carelessness not amounting fp 
criminal liability, and investigations were to be held where any 
sanitary evils injurious to the public health existed. 

Mr. Henry ALLEN said, that in the biography of the late 
Baron Alderson, published by his son, allusion was made by 
the learned baron to the law of infanticide, and after a lox 
experience, he gave it as his opinion that the punishment shoul 
be altered from death to long imprisonment, in order to repress 
it more effectually. As regarded the law of coroner, he (Mt. 
Allen) considered that there were many points of great value 
in the paper that had been read, in which they would all cor- 
cur. He thought that it was highly desirable that the coroner 
should be able to admit to bail, and his not having that power 
led to great injustice, especially in the country, where a poor 
person, not having the means to appear before a judge in cham- 
bers, had to remain in gaol until the judge went the circuit. 
In a case that had recently come under his notice a man lost 
his life in a fight, and the coroner’s jury returned a verdict of 
“ manslaughter ” against a certain party. Upon this, the coro- 
ner, not having power to bail, committed the accused to gaol, 
where he remained until the assizes, when he was acquitted, 


Lord Brouenam.—Can there be anything more absurd than 
that the coroners should not have power to admit to bail while 
the magistrates have ? 

Mr. Waker (Coroner) said, that with respect to the ques- 
tion of coroners having power to bail, he had a case in poilt 
sub judice. A few days since a jury returned a verdict of 
“ manslaughter ” against a man, in an investigation held in the 
Hampstead-road. The accused had been taken before a — 
trate, and was committed on the same charge, bail being 
for his re-appearance at the Old Bailey to take his trial; but 
he (the coroner) had no power to bail him, and his duty, 
eteagay Be law, was to send the party upon the finding of the 
jury to Newgate, to await his trial, and he would, of course, 
have to issue his warrant accordingly. ‘This question respect- 
ing the coroner’s court was an exceedingly great question; it 
affected the rights of juries and citizens. It was important, he 
conceived, that inquiries such as the coroner's should be insti- 
tuted by a jury of the inhabitants in the immediate neighbour- 
hood of the case calling for judicial interference. What could 
be more satisfactory than that the citizens themselves should 
conduct such inquiries? ‘The office itself had, through all ages, 
been looked upon in this country as an important one, and it 
was such an old institution that it was not known when its fune- 
tions commenced. In the “ Mirror of Justice ” it was reco 
that the coroner’s jury had to go to the gaol after a person 
been executed on the scafiold, to xee that the law had been eat 
ried out. ‘Then no person died in gaol without an investigation 
taking place before a coroner and jury; and before 1822, © 
jealous were our forefathers of the) life of every individ 
that the jury were composed half of prisoners and half of eitizens 
residing without the gaol. ‘That system was now altered, but 
he (Mr. Wakley) in all inquests held in gaols made it a poimt 








to prevent any magistrate being present, the governor, or me 


the gaol officials, while prisoners were being examined, in 
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that they might give their evidence freely and without restraint. 


What was the consequence to the coroner, however? If his 
was too searching into the treatment or dietary of the 
ers, the magistrates would consider that he was an ex- 
gedingly troublesome fellow; they could not strike off in his 
gecount the fee for this particular case, but they would go to 
other * cig of his district and strike off his fees. The coroners 
should be as independent as the judges on the bench, and he 
felt assured that if the coroners did their duty throughout the 
United Kingdom, many abuses that now occurred would not 
m. He then referred to the great protection thrown 
ground lunatics and the inmates of workhouses by the coroner’s 
court, and argued that such an office was a certain preventive 
of crime, for its inquiries sprung up suddenly without the 
test warning. pon the slightest rumour, an inquiry 
could be demanded by any individual, and therefore a person 
intending to commit a crime would be deterred, from a dread 
that the neighbours would cal! for an investigation on the spot. 
He considered that Palmer was influenced in a great measure 
tocommit the wholesale murders that he did, by his knowledge 
of the prohibitions placed upon the coroners of the county by 
the magistrates some time previously; and it was his belief 
that had an inquest in some simple case taken place a few 
doors from Palmer’s immediately before he set his murderous 
designs in operation, he would have been shaken in his inten- 
tions, for fear an inquest might be held on one of his victims. 

Mr. VaucHan said, that the whole subject deserved consi- 
deration, especially as regarded the serious charges made 
against the justices by Mr. Wakley with respect to their inter- 
fering with the independence of coroners. This was a grave 
matter, which he trusted would be fully investigated in com. 
mittee. The necessity of two inquiries on one subject, viz. by 
the magistrate and the coroner, was a question for considera- 
tion; for it seemed that this only produced a jarring authority, 
and he thought, as a matter of convenience and expense, that 
one investigation would be sufficient. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick said, that he was a member of the Irish 
as well as the English bar, and from all the experience he had 
had in the matter, he was in favour of stipendiary magistrates 
in place of coroners. 

After some further discussion, a committee was appointed to 
consider and report upon the matters contained in the paper, 
and the meeting then adjourned. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


~We have already informed our readers that the President, 
Vice-President, and Council of the Incorporated Law Society, 
on Thursday evening, the 20th ult., entertained at dinner the 
following distinguished guests:—The Right Hon. the Lord 
Chancellor, the Right Hon. Lord Kingsdown, the Right Hon. 
Spencer Horatio Walpole (one of her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
taties of State), the Right Hon. the Master of the Rolls, the 
Right Hon. the Lord Justice Knight Bruce, the Right Hon. the 
lord Justice Turner, Sir George Rose, and Sir Arthur Denman 
Croft, Bart. (one of the Masters of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
and one of the Examiners for Hilary Term); and that the Pre- 
sident, John Young, Esq.; the Vice-President, John Irving 
ie, Esq.; and nineteen other members of the Council, were 
Present. 
We then expressed a hope that we might be enabled, in a 
number, to give our readers the substance of the speech 
of the President in proposing the health of the Lord Chan- 
céllor and the other distinguished guests; and we have not 
been disappointed. We believe the President expressed him- 
self to the following effect :— 

“Mr. Vice-President,—Toasts and speeches, Sir, as you 
are well aware, form no part of our ordinary proceedings 
on occasions like the present. ‘To borrow from neighbouring 
Tegions a phrase, not altogether unfamiliar to our ears—they 
are not ‘according to the course of the Court.’ One toast, in- 
deed, we permit ourselves to give, but only one—that toast 
which, whenever and wherever Englishmen assemble for festive 
ay is the expression, not of mere lip-loyalty, but of that 

omage of the heart, which we delight to render to the illus- 
ttious Lady, under whose mild and tempered sway it is at once 
our privilege and our happiness to live. But this, Sir, is not 
a occasion, and if I need an apology for departing 
somewhat from our usual course, I shall find‘it in the unusual 

which accompany our present meeting. We are 
honoured to-night—and I use that word in its widest sense, 
ring to give it all the force and significance of which it is 

. ‘we are honoured, I say, by the presence of several 
‘most Guests, first amongst whom is the noble and 





learned Lord on my right, the Lord High Chancellor of Eng. 
land. Occupying, as he does, the foremost place in the Councils 
of the Crown—standing at the head of the great Profession to 
which, in its several ranks and degrees, all who are present 
this night belong—presiding over the deliberations of that 
august Assembly, of which he is himself one of the living orna- 
ments, and which enrols in its ranks whatever is most illus- 
trious and dignified in Church and State within these realms 
—the noble and learned Lord’s exalted rank and station, his 
high official dignity, and the great functions and attributes with 
which he is charged, would suffice to assure to him, at all times 
and in all places, but especially in an assembly of Lawyers, the 
utmost possible respect and deference. But rank and station, 
and official dignity, and great functions and attributes, are not 
the noble and learned Lord’s sole ‘ Titles of Honour.’ These 
belong to his Office—he possesses others personal to himself. 
There are some now present, who can recollect the whole of the 
noble and learned Lord’s career at the bar, from its commence- 
ment to its close; all of us are familiar with some portions of 
it, more or less considerable; all of us are familiar, too, with 
the manner in which the noble and learned Lord has borne 
himself throughout that long and bright career. We well 
remember his fearless devotion to the interests of his clients, 
his spotless honour, his kindly and genial temper, his facility 
of access, his unvarying courtesy—a courtesy as simple and 
unafiected as if was unvarying. And when the noble and 
learned Lord became the acknowledged leader of the bar of 
England, all men felt, that the mantle of his illustrious Prede- 
cessors had fallen on no unworthy shoulders, and that the 
glorious traditions which he had inherited from them, he 
would transmit to his Successors, untarnished and unim- 
paired. This career has at lenzth been terminated by the 
elevation of the noble and learned Lord to the highest dignity in 
the power of the Crown to bestow—an elevation purchased by 
no unworthy arts—by no base compliances—by no sacrifice of 
principle to the lust of place and power; but admitted by the 
unanimous voice of the Profession and the Public—I was about 
to say, alike by friend and foe, but amongst the noble and 
learned Lord’s varied accomplishments, he has failed to acquire 
the art of making foes—admitted, however, by all men to have 
been fairly won in the manly and generous rivalry of the Pub- 
lic arena. But, let me not forget one circumstance, which ren- 
ders the noble and learned Lord’s visit to-night the source ‘of 
peculiar gratification to us. For many years this society en- 
Joyed the great advantage of the noble and learned Lord’s advice 
and assistance, as its Standing Counsel. It is not often that we 
appear before the Courts. We never do so, except in cases 
affecting the general welfare of the body to which we belong. 
And on all such occasions, we felt that to no hands could 
the honour and character of our branch of the Profession be so 
fitly entrusted, as to those of one who so well sustained the 
honour and character of his own. On all these grounds, then— 
public, professional, personal—we rejoice to see the noble’ and 
learned Lord amongst us to-night. We receive him with all 
the respect due to his great Office, combining, as it does, the 
authority of the State with the majesty of the Law; but we 
greet him with a heartier and more affectionate welcome, be- 
cause, while we honour the Statesman and the Judge, we admire, 


we esteem—aye, if he will permit me to say so, because we love 


the Man. 

“ But, Sir, we are also favoured to-night with the company of 
another most distinguished guest, the noble Lord on my left, 
my Lord Kingsdown, with regard to whom I feel myself in 
this dilemma—that, whilst it would be as difficult to say too 
much in his commendation, as it would be injurious to your 
feelings, as well as to my own, to say too little, I fear that 
whatever I may say on that subject, be it much, or be it little, 
will be displeasing to the noble Lord himself. In this instance, 
the noble Lord, if he will allow me to say so, scarcely displays 
the usual serene impartiality of his judicial mind; for while no 
man living is more willing to bestow praise and honour on 
others, where praise and honour are due, 20 man is less willing 
to receive that tribute of honour, which is so eminently due to 
himself. Here, then, is my difticulty—to reconcile the duty I 
owe to you, as your Chairman, with my desire to please—or, at 
least, not to displease—the noble Lord, as our guest. Moralists 
tell us, that to balance between conflicting duties is part of the 
moral arithmetic of life. This balance I shall now attempt to 
strike, and if the noble Lord should find, that the scale 
which is loaded with his wishes kicks the beam, while 
that which bears your expectations touches the earth, he must 
forgive the result,—assured that I will wound his sensitive 
modesty as little as may be consistent with what is due to 
truth and justice. Quitting the bar, of which he was so 
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brilliant an ornament, in the very prime of life, and possessed 
of an ample fortune, the noble Lord had every right, and every 
inducement, to devote the remainder of his days to the cultiva- 
tion of that leisure, which he had so fairly earned, and which 
he was so well fitted to adorn, and to enjoy. Such, howeyer, 
was not the course which the noble Lord chose to take. 
Careless of place and power, declining to accept official or 
judicial rank, the noble Lord determined to devote the mature 
vigour of his great faculties to the performance of onerous 
Judicial duties, without other reward, save that which ever 
attends the conscientious discharge of all duty, whether public 
or private. How those duties have been performed, the records 
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, and the 
memory of all those who have had to attend its proceedings, 
will abundantly ef Combining knowledge, equally accu- 
rate and profound, of the principles of Jurisprudence, with 
consummate sagacity in their application, and rare felicity in 
their exposition, and adding to these intellectual gifts patience 
the most exemplary, and diligence the most untiring, the noble 
Lord has succeeded in bringing down to the present generation 
the great traditions of a SrowELt anda Grant. Under his guid- 
ance, and with the aid of those most able, most learned, and most 
accomplished Colleagues, with whom it has been his good fortune 
to have been associated, the decisions of the Judicial Committee 
have acquired a weight and authority, acknowledged throughout 
the civilised world, and it would, I think, be impossible to name 
another tribunal, combining in itself so much of judicial power, 
of profound learning, and of great and varied accomplishments. 
It has pleased our Gracious Sovereign, as the Fountain of Honour, 
to call the noble Lord to a seat in the House of Peers, and thus 
to open to his great abilities a new sphere of public utility. As 
one of those who look with pride on that noble Assembly, and 
who desire that a Chamber of hereditary legislation should, and 
who firmly believe that—spite of the threats of brawling dema- 
pee ge will, be a permanent institution of this free country, 

rejoice in the noble Lord’s elevation! I believe that great 
Institution, with its 600 years of glorious traditions, is destined 
to be immortal amongst us; but its perpetuity depends, 
not on the long-descended pedigrees of its Members, not on 
the purity of their ‘sang azur, not on their vast territorial 
possessions, but on the fact that, generation after generation, it 
gathers to itself all that is most illustrious in the various 
departments of our social life, thus, from time to time, renewing 
its youth, and, like the fabled giant of antiquity, perpetually 
gaining fresh strength from contact with Mother Earth. Yes, 
let the demagogue rail as he may, while we can point to such 
accessions to the Peerage as the noble Lords on my right and 
on my left, there is no fear for the durability of that Assembly, 
of which they form the most recent ornaments. 

“We are favoured with the company of another very distin- 
guished guest, the right hon. Gentleman on my right, who 
oceupies a leading position in the public Councils, as one of Her 
Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State, and who, from the 
department over which he presides, may be considered as the 
Minister of Justice in this realm. And, undoubtedly,—apart 
from all political and party opinions and prejudices,—never 
were the functions of that important office more worthily dis- 
charged, with more temper and moderation, with greater tact, 
discretion, and good sense, than by the right hon. Gentleman. 
We cannot but rejoice to see one of his name and lineage thus 
conspicuously engaged—to find the historic name of Walpole 
once more mingling in the strife of parties, once more aspiring 
to lead the Councils of the Crown, and to guide the delibera- 
tions of Parliament. But there are circumstances, other than 
those of a public nature, which give to the members of this 
society an especial interest in the career of the right honourable 
Gentleman. Just twenty years have elapsed since he was so 
good as to deliver, within these walls, several courses of lectures 
to the students of that day and generation, a task, I fear, more 
profitable to those who listened, than to him who gave to the 
listeners the fruits of his learning and diligence. But, I can 
assure the right honourable Gentleman that his labours were fully 
appreciated—that, among the earlier records of the Society's 

ings, there are none that call up more agreeable recol- 
lections, than those which are associated with his name—and 
that amongst his many well-wishers he has none more hearty 
than the members of this Council. 

“I cannot but be conscious, Sir, that I am trespassing on 
you, and on our guests, at almost unwarrantable length, but 
the truth is, ‘the mighty grasp of our large honours’ is so great, 
that it is impossible to compass them within the limits of a 
moderate address. Nor would you forgive me, were I to omit 
to notice how greatly we are honoured on this occasion by the 
presence of some of the most distinguished ornaments of the 








Gentleman on my left, the Master of the Rolls. Iam 

that it would not become me in this place to dwell on }j 
judicial qualities and merits; but I may venture to assure him 
and I know that I speak the voice, not merely of this 
but of that branch of the Profession to which we belong, that 
his learning, his patience, his impartiality, and his anxious 
desire to dispense to the Suitors of his Court prompt nj 
effective justice, are abundantly appreciated. As Solicitors of 
the High Court of Chancery, we all look up to him as om 
immediate Head and Chief; and as members of this Council, yp 
are not only under great obligations to him for the courtey 
and kindness with which he invariably listens to any repre 
sentations which we may have occasion, from time to time, tp 
make to him; but in regard especially to the examinations, one 
of which has been the occasion of our meeting together this 
evening, we derive our authority, in several important 
mainly from him. And as one of that larger public, who.arg 
deeply interested in the historical literature of our country, le 
me take this opportunity of tendering to him the thanks, whi 
are so eminently his due, for the large, liberal, wise, and com. 
prebensive principles on which he is directing and superintend. 
ing the publication of selections from those legal and historical 
Records which are peculiarly under his official care. 

“ We have the pleasure also to see, on my right and left, two 
most learned and accomplished Judges, the Lords Justices Knight 
Bruce and Turner. In such a presence, it would be something 
worse than needless, it would be an impertinence, to dilate upon 
the vast importance of well-constit ited Tribunals of Appeal, in 
giving cohesion and stability to our entire judicial system. Such 
Tribunals have long existed amongst us: they are among the 
most venerable of our Institutions, and the lapse of years, and 
the wisdom of successive generations, have imparted to thems 
weight and authority which it would be difficult to overrate, 
The exigencies of modern society, however, required the ests. 
blishment of a new Court of Appeal in Equity, and out of this 
necessity arose the Court of the Lords Justices. Whether this 
experiment should succeed or fail, depended entirely on the 
character and abilities of those who should be called on, for the 
first time, to administer its functions. That it has signally sue 
ceeded,—that its decisions have given satisfaction to the Suitors, 
and inspired the Profession with respect and confidence,—we 
owe entirely to the high character, the great learning, and the 
varied abilities and accomplishments of the two distinguished 
persons, whom we have the pleasure of seeing here to-night, 
and who have, in a few short years, built up for the new Court 
a reputation and an authority which, in less able hands, a cen- 
tury would not have given to it. 

“ Another guest we have on my right, long known to, and 
much respected and regarded by us all, in reference to whom, 
judging from those rules and standards by which we ordinarily 
measure the flight of time, and recollecting for how long 
period he has occupied an eminent position in our forensic and 
judicial annals, I should, perhaps, have ventured to say, that the 
lenghtening shadows of evening were beginning tocast themselves 
about his path. But, when I witness those coruscations of wit 
and fancy that have blazed around us to-night,—when I listen 
to those ‘ flashes of merriment’ that have ‘set the table ons 
roar/—lI perceive my error, and am only too happy to admit 
that, what I had mistaken for the shadows which accom 
the descending Luminary, were but the light clouds whi 
soften, without obscuring, his meridian splendour. Long may 
Sir George Kose be spared to his friends and to society, to 
charm and enliven by his wit and mirth, those whom he, at the 
same time, instructs and benefits by his many estimable qualities 
of mind and heart. 

“ One more guest we have the pleasure to see here to-night, 
our excellent friend, Sir Archer Denman Croft, one of the 
Masters of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench. We are it- 
debted to him on this, as we have been similarly indebted to 
him on many previous occasions, for his able assistance in con- 
ducting the examination of the candidates, over which it was 
his duty to preside this day. And I am glad to take the ont 
sent opportunity of acknowleding the obligations under w 
I and my Colleagues in the Council feel ourselves placed by the 
courtesy and attention which we invariably receive, not only in 
reference to these examinationspbut on all other occasions, a 
the hands of Sir Archer Croft and his learned and excellent 
Colleagues, the Masters of the several Courts. 

“With many apologies, Sir, for thé length at which I have 
intruded myself upon you,—assuring all our noble and 
tinguished guests of the sincere gratification which it has 
afforded us to receive them here to-night,—and acknowled; 
with gratitude, the honour which their visit has conferred apo® 


Judicial Bench. First in rank amongst them, is the right a 
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m to which we belong,—I now call on you to’join with 
in drinking the toast which I shall je A gd proposing, 
sana rea The health of the Lord High ral or, and the 
noble, learned, and distinguished guests, who have done 

us the honour of dining with us this day.’” 

The toast was acknowledged by the Lord CaaNceLior in 

gn eloquent and impressive speech, in the course of which his 
Lordship alluded to the deep and solemn sense of responsibility, 
with which he had undertaken the duties of the high Office to 

he had been most unexpectedly called,—to the cordial 
and invaluable assistance which he had received from every 
branch of the Court, und which alone had enabled him to bear 
up under the weight of those duties,—and to the gratification 
he had experienced in finding, that his professional career had 
been such as to earn the approbation and regard of a body of 
men, who were, beyond all others, enabled rightly to judge of 
and appreciate his conduct. The noble and learned Lord also 
took occasion to allude, in flattering terms, to his connection 
with the Incorporated Law Society, as their Standing Counsel, 
and to the opportunities which that connection had afforded 
him of estimating the great value and importance of the Society 
to the best interests of the Profession. 

The “health of the President” was then proposed by Sir 
George Rose, in a lively and humorous speech, and the Presi- 
dent having briefly responded to the toast, the proceedings of 
the day shortly afterwards terminated. 


> 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


LAW SOCIETY’S LECTURES. 
R. E. Turner, Esq., on Common Law; Monday, Feb. 14. 
J. W. Surry, Esq,, on Equity; Friday, Feb. 18. 








EXAMINATIONS FOR THE Bak —Within the last few days a 
Council of Legal Education has been sitting at Lincoln’s-inn, 
composed of twelve deputies from each of the four Inns of 
Court; and it is understood that they are about to make the 
examination compulsory. 

—_~»—_--— 


Court Papers. 


Crchequer of Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Humary Term, 1859. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


Moved afler the 4th Day of Hilary Term, 1859. 


Middlesex. Roberts v. Smith. 
” Mant v. Smith & Others. 


Brchequer Chamber. 


The Court of Error will sit on Wednesday, the 16th February inst., at 
ten o’clock a.m., to deliver Judgment in Cases standing for Judgment. 


—_—_~>—_—- 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 


BIRTHS. 
CASSON—On Feb. 8, at 11 St. Stephen’s-terrace, Westbourne-park, the 
wife of Henry Casson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
CLARKSON—On Feb. 6, at 74 Gloucester-terrace, Hy: de-park, the wife of 
Frederick Clarkson, Esq., of a daughter. 
oo Feb. 3, at 46 Milnes-square, Islington, the wife of Thomas 
Barrister-at-Law, of a son and daughter. 
JONES “on mn Feb, 4, at College-place, Oakley-square, Mrs. Horace Jones, of 


KELLY On Feb. 4, in Dover-street, Lady Kelly, the wife of the Attorney- 
General, of a daughte "ti 

SIMPSON—On Feb. 9, at 15 Endsleigh-street, Tavistock-square, the wife 
of J. P. Simpson, Esq., of a son. 

VILLIERS—On Feb. 8, at Winchmore-hill, Middlesex, the wife of John F. 
Villiers, of Gray’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

YOUNG—On Feb. 8, at the Crescent, Camberwell-grove, the wife of Thomas 


Young, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 


ARMSTRONG—ROBINSON—On Feb. 8, at St. Luke’s, Norwood, by the 
P. J. Box, Eliza Katherine, eldest daughter of G. W. Armstrong, Esq., 
Crown-hil Norwood, Surrey, to George John, son of Thomas Robin- 

ae ree of Rectory-villas, Stoke Newington. 
MARTIN— HICK—On Feb. 3, at es chapel, Leeds, by the Rev. 
G. W. Conder. George Martin, Esq., Merchant, Melbourne, Victoria, to 
Joanna ea, eldest daughter of ‘Samuel Hick, Esq., Solicitor, Blen- 


-squa, 
TAYLOR—-JANEWAY—On Feb. 8, at St. Mark’s, Kennington, by the Rey. 
iton Lane, a. A., incumbent, Richard Taylor, Esq., of Whickham, 
Phy to Hannah, eldest daughter of Wi iliam Janeway, Esq., 
, Of -row and South Lam 








DEATHS. 


ANDERSON—On Feb. 5, aged 61, Robert Henry Anderson, Esq., of York, 
Solicitor. 

BURTON—On Feb. 4, at his residence, 25 Gloucester-place, Portman- 
square, Thomas Stackhouse Burton, 

GRIFFITHS—On Feb. 9, William Griffiths, Esq., Solicitor, late of Ashbur- 
ton-cottages, Highgate, and Bucklersbury. 

PATRICK—On Feb. 5, Charles Patrick, Esq., Solicitor, of 89 Chancery- 
lane, and the ‘Archway- -road, Highgate. 

PEARSON—On Feb. 6, at the house of her uncle, the rector of Wear, 
Salop, Catherine, eldest daughter of the late Henry Pearson, Esq., of the 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, aged 15. 

ROBINSON—On Feb. 6, aged 43, Mr. William Robinson, of the firm of 
Newton & Robinson, Solicitors, York. 

SALMON—On Feb. 1, Harriet Isabella, the infant daughter of George 
Salmon, Esq., of Westbourne-crescent, Hyde-park. 

SANKEY—On Feb. 4, at Canterbury, Elizabeth, wife of Herbert Tritten 
Sankey, Solicitor, Canterbury, 25. 

TAYLOR—On Feb. 5, at his residence, Shakespeare-terrace, Manchester, 
aged 59, Robert Taylor, Sees, third son of the late Major-General 
Aldwell Traylor, HL.E.LC.S. 
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Ensurance Companies, 
PAID. PER SHARE. 
Equity and Law .........sseee00 £5 19 10 we 
English and Scottish Law Life.... 3 5 0 oe 
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Law Reversionary Interest........ 23 6 8 
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Listate Brchange Report. 


(For the week ending February 10, 1859.) 
At tHe Mart.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoceart, & Trist. 
Freehold, “‘ Whitmore Farm,” Sunningdale, Berks, farm-house, buildings, 
and 44a. 2r. Op.—Sold for £5850. 
Freehold Dwelling-house, No. 9, Devonshire-street, Queen’s-square, 
Bloomsbury ; let on lease for 21 years from Christmas, 1855, at £50 per 
annum.—Sold for £760. 
Freehold, Five plots of Building Land, fronting the Cornwall-road, Brixton. 
—Sold at from £150 to £200 per plot. 
Freehold corner plot of Building-ground, fronting the Cornwall and 
Lyham-roads, Brixton.— Sold for £450. 
Freehold, Eight plots of Building-land, fronting the Lyham-road, Brixton. 
Sold at from £115 to £250. 
By Messrs. WinsTANLEY. 
Leasehold Residence, No. 13, Woburn-place, Russell-square; term, 38} 
— from Lady-day, 1859; ground-rent, £30 per annum.—Sold for 


By Messrs. Toomas CLARKE. 

Freehold, Two Farms, at Wolvey, Warwickshire, comprising two farm- 

houses, out-buildings, &c., and 280a. 3r. 36p. of land.—Sold for 

£11,500. 

By Mr. Crispr. 
Freehold plot of Building-land, Croham-road, Croydon.—Sold for £100, 
Freehold plot of Building-land, Croham-road, Croydon.—Sold for £30. 
By Mr. E. Lumiey. 

Freehold plot of Building-ground, York-street, Westminster, comprising in 

the whole about 2900 superficial feet, with buildings thereon.—Sold for 


Lease of House and Premises, No. 17, Wilson-street, Finsbury ; term, 21 

years from Michaelmas, 1854, at £45 per annum.—Sold for £35. 
By Mr. Moore. 

Leasehold Residence, No. 16, Albert-street, Mornington-road, Hampstead- 
road, held for 83 years from Lady-day last; ground-rent, £6 per annum; 
let at £50 per annum.— Sold for £520. 

oes Three Cottages and Garden, Greenford-road, Harrow-road.—Sold 

for £95. 

Leasehold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 36 & 37, Sidney-street, York-road, Battle- 
bridge, held for 84 years from Lady-day last; ground-rent, £12 per 
annum ; let at £25 per annum.—Sold for £290. 

Leasehold Dwelling-houses, Nos. 24 & 25, Paterson-strect, Stepney; held 
for 43 years from Lady-day last ; ground-rent, £8 per annum ; let at £42 
per annum.—Sold for £350. 

By Messrs. Roperts & Rosy. 

4 Reversion to four Copyhold Houses (one a Shop), High-street, Old Brent- 

ford, receivable on the death of a lady, aged 71 years.—Sold for £155. 


Ar Gaggaway’s.—By Mr. J. J. One, 

Leasehold Semi-detached Cottage Residence, known as “Lavender House,” 
Shepherd’s-bush; term, 49 years from January, 1843; ground-rent, 
£6: 8:0 per annum; let at £30 per annum.—Sold for £200. 

By Mr. PEAKE. 

Freehold, Nos. 1 & 2, Freeman’s-lane, St. John’s, Southwark, also a 

ew in the rear thereof; gross annual rental, £49: 10 : 0.—Sold for 
95 


Freehold Dwelling-house, No. 3, Freeman’s-lane ; let at £24 per annum.— 
Sold for £220. 

Ditto, No. 4, ditto ; let at £24 per annum.—Sold for £220. 

Ditto, No. 5, ditto ; let at £24 per annum.—Sold for £225. 

Ditto, No. 6, ditto; let at £18 per annum.—Sold for £245. 

Ditto, Nos. 15 & 16, ditto; let at £39: 8:0 per annum.—Sold for £465, 

By Messrs. GREEN, Hanssy, & GREEN. 

Freehold Residences, Nos. 1, 2, & 3, Ed rescent, Ed ti 
lease at £14 per annum each house.—Sold for £720. 

Freehold Residence, No. 4, Edmonton-crescent; let at £25 per annum.— 
Sold for £210. 

Ditto, No. 5, ditto; let at £26 per annum.—Sold for £230. 

Ditto, No. 6, ditto; let at £26 per annum.—Sold for £270. 

Ditto, No. 7, ditto ; let on lease at £14 er annuni.—Sold for £215. 

Freehold Ground-rent of £3 per annum, arising from No. 8, Edmonton- 
crescent ; let for 86 years from Lady-day, 1840.—Sold for £65. 

Freehold Residence, No. 9, Edmonton-crescent ; let at £25 per annum.— 
Sold for £200. 

Freehold, Two Cottages, known as “‘Crescent-cottages,” with coach-houses 
and stabling ; estimated value, £25 per annum.—Sold for £175. 

Freehold House and Shop, No. 8, Weliclose-square ; let at £26 per annum. 
—Sold for £280. 

Freehold Dwelling-house, No. 35, Great Hermitage-street, Wapping ; let at 
£24 per annum.—Sold for £315. 

Freehold House, Shop, and Premises, No. 23, Liverpool-strect, Bishopsgate- 
street Without ; let at £42 per annum.—Sold for £730. 

Leasehold Residence, Albert-villa, Finchley-road ; let at £100 per annum ; 
term, 603 years from Lady-day, 1859; ground-rent, £16 per annum.— 
Sold for £1300. 

Leasehold Houses & Shops, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, & 5, North-place, Bails-pond ; 
jet at £137 per annum; held for 61} years from Lady-day, 1859 ; 
ground-rent, £18 : 15: 0.—Sold for £1030. 

Leasehold House and Shop, No. 99, East-street, Manchester-square, also 
Nos. 8 & 9, Blandford-mews, with the warehouse and premises adjoining; 
gross annual rental, £108 ; term, 29 years from Lady-day, 1859; ground- 





3 let on 


At THE Mart.—By Mr. Marsa. i 

Leasehold Residence, No. 17, Cardington-street, Ham Toad; tem, 
93 years from 25th December, 1835; ground-rent, per annum; Je 
at £40 per annum.—Sold for £425. 

One 1024th Share in the Wheal Mary Ann Lead Mine, in Menheniot, Qom, 
wall.—Sold for £47. 

Two 1024th Shares in the Wheal Uny Tin and Copper Mine, near Redruth, 
Cornwall.—Sold for £3 : 10 : 0 per Share. 

Five 5120th Shares in the Alfred Consols Copper Mine, situate at Phillagk, 
near Hayle, Cornwall.—Sold for £6 : 5: 0 per Share. 

Two 1040th Shares in the Wheal Trelawney Silver Lead Mine, near Lig. 

cen ig Cy eealipige i £30 er Share. P 

enty £10 Shares in the Surrey s Gas pany,* Rotherhithe 
(all paid).—Sold for £11 : 7 : 6 per Share. 

An Annuity of £217 : 2: 3 per annum during the life of a gentleman aged 
54; also a Policy for £700 in the Solicitors’ and General Life Office oq 
the same life.—Sold for £1790. 

eaeee Sa 


London CGrazettes, 


Pew Members of Parliament. 
Turspay, Feb. 8, 1859. 


County, or LintitHcow,—Charles Baillie, Esq., Lord Advocate for Scot 
land, vice George Dundas, Esq., Lieut.-Governor of Prince Edward 
Island. 








Fripay, Feb, 11, 1859. 


Borovcn or Bansury.—Bernhard Samuelson, Esq., in the room of Henry 
Mewes Tancred, Esg., who has accepted the Stewardship of the Chiltem 
undreds. 


Commissioners to administer Oaths in Chancery, 
Tourspay, Feb. 8, 1859. 
Battery, Artuvr, Gent., Bolton, Lancashire. 
Fripay, Feb, 11, 1859. 
Dopp, Henry, Gent., Hexham, Northumberland. 


Bankrupts. 
Torspay, Feb, 8, 1859. 

BROWN, Joun, Grocer, 60 Crawford-st., Bryanston-sq., 4 John-st. West, 
Edgware-rd., and 16 Oxford Market, Oxford-st. Com. Fane: Feb. 18 
and Mar. 25, at 11; Basinghall-st. Og’. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Crosley & 
Burn, 34 Lombard-st. et. Feb. 8. 

COLEMAN, CHARLEs Meaps, Farmer, Foleshill, Warwick. Com. Sanders: 
Feb. 18 and Mar. 10, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, 
Powell & Son, Birmingham. Pet. Jan. 28. 

DRAGE, Georce ALLisone, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Olney, Bucks, 
Com. Goulburn: Feb. 21, at 11; and Mar. 28, at 12; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. 
Pet. Feb. 4. 

HICKS, James, Shoemaker, Great Driffield, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Feb. 
23 and Mar. 16, at 12; Leeds. Off. Ass. Carrick. Sols. England & Saxel- 
bye, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. Feb. 4. 

HILL, Tuomas, Broker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Feb. 18, at 12; Mar. 17, 
at 11; Liverpool. Qf. Ass. Turner. Sol. Norris, North John-st., Liver- 
pool. Pet. Feb. 5. 

MANNION, Witt1a4m, Currier, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Feb. 18 and Mar, 
11, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Turner. Sot. Yates, jun., Liverpool. Pet, 


Sol. Howard, 9 Quality-ct., Chancery-lane, 


Feb. 4. 
M‘KINSTRY, Wit11aM, Broker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: Feb. 22 and Mar. 
10, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Morgan. Sol. Yates, jun., 22 Fenwick-st, 
Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 1. 
TRIGG, Harry Ricuarp, Builder, late of Kingston-upon-Thames and 
Esher, now of Queen’s Bench Prison, Southwark. Com. Fonblanque: 
Feb. 16, at 12.30 ; and Mar. 2, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Stansfeld, 
Sol. Selby, 15 Coleman-st. Pet. Feb. 3. 
WILSON, Marcaret, Milliner, Halifax. Com. Ayrton: Feb. 21 and Mar. 
14, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. Holroyde & Cronheim, Hali- 
fax. Pet. Feb. 4. 

Fripay, Feb. 11, 1859. 


BODY, Epwakp, Furniture Dealer, High-st., Ramsgate. Com. Goulburn: 
Feb. 24, at 2; and Mar. 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Nicholson. 
Sols. George & Downing, 5 Sise-lane. Pet. Dec. 6. 

COLLINS, Witu1am Paprritt, & Henry Epwarp CoLiins, Mapsellers, 
22 Paternoster-row. Com. Fane: Feb. 25, at 12; and Mar. 25, atl; 
Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 
14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. Feb. 9. 

DEAN, MicuakEt Hotiowayx, Grocer, Ashbourne, Derbyshire. Com. San- 
ders: Feb, 22, and Mar. 15, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Of, Ass. 
Harris. Sols. Brown, Bilston; or James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Feb. 9. 

GROVES, Henry Joun, Music-seller, Newport, Monmouthshire. Com. 
Hill: Feb. 22, and Mar. 22, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. Sols, 
Blakey, Newport; or Bevan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. Feb. 8. 
HOLLINGTON, Francis, Draper, Worcester. Com. Sanders: Feb. 24 and 
Mar. 17, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Finch, Wor- 
cester; or E. & H. Wright, Birmingham. Pet, Feb. 5. 

JENNINGS, Witxtam, Lace Dresser, Sneinton, Nottinghamshire. Com. 
Sanders: Feb. 22 and Mar. 15, at 11; Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. 
Sols. Deverill & Cowley, Nottingham. Jet. Feb. 10. 

JONES, Pure, Haulier, Waterloo-house, Mynyddysllwyn, Monmouth- 
shire. Com. Hill: Feb. 22 and Mar, 22, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Acra- 
Sols. Cathcart, Newport; or Brittan & Son, Small-st., Bristol. 
Pet. Feb. 5. 

LEAKE, Joun, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Newark-upon-Trent. Com. 
Sanders: Feb. 22 and Mar. 15, at 11m Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. 
Sol. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. Pet. Feb. 8. 

SCHOFIELD, James, Grease Manufacturer, Vicars Moss and Blue Pits, 
near Rochdale, and Keightley, Yorkshire, in copartnership with Louis 
Hornte (Schofield & Horrie). Feb. 25 and Mar, 18, at 12; Manchester. 
Off Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Slater & Myers, Tib-lane; Manchester. Pé. 


Feb. 3. 
SMITH, Jonny Perern Georce, Banker, Liverpool. Com. : Feb. 22 
and Mar. 16, at 12; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Morgan, Sol. , 4 





rent, £4; 10:0,—Sold for £700. 


North John-st., Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 9. 
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IN, J , Rhyl. Com. Perry: Feb. 
‘and Mar. "a at ll; rom og Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sols. Lace, 

—. Union-ct., Castle-st., Liverpool. Pet. Feb. 8. 
Tinker Mere Merchant, Witley, Surrey. Com. Evans: Feb. 
hall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sol. 





THoMAS, werena St. Austeil, Cornwall. Com. Andrews: Feb. 
en] Mar. 23, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. 
& Wreford, Fowey; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. Feb. 10. 
RopertT, Wh Tea Dealer, Bristol, also at Newport, Mon- 
and Cardiff (Wells, Russell, & Co.) Com. Hill: Feb. 21 
and Mar. 22, at 11; Bristol. Og’. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Bevan & Girling, 
, Bristol. eb. 9. 
HENRY, Baker, Long Eaton, Derbyshire. Com. Sanders: Feb. 22 
ir. 15, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Wells, Nottingham. "Pet. Feb. 8. 
YAPP, EpwaRD, Butcher, Leominster, Herefordshire. Com. Sanders : 
Feb. 21 and Mar. 14, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Wilkins, & Blyth, St. Swithin’s-lane, London ; or Reece, Birming- 
ham. Pet. Feb. 3. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fruway, Feb. 11, 1859. 
MDowatp, Artuur, Innkeeper, Kingston-upon-Hull. Jan. 31. 


» MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TusspaY, Feb. 8, 1859. 


Apaus, Witt1am, Glove Manufacturer, 1 Martin-st., Exeter. Mar. 2, at 
11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

BALDWIN, HENRY, & Joun Batpwin, Tailors, 31 Cornhill, and of Tom’s 
eheewe Cowper’s-ct., Cornhill, Tavern Keepers. Feb. 19, at 11; 

Bevan, mtg Licensed Victualler, Bristol. Mar. 3, at 11; Bristol. 

Bavan, THomas, Hatter, Liverpool. Mar. 3, at 11; Liverpool. 

rg VALENTINE, Bookseller, Dartmouth. Mar. 2, at 11; Queen-st., 


Caare, a TREEBY, Tronfounder, Devonport. Feb. 23 and Mar. 3, at 
12; Queen-st., Exeter. 

CHANDLER, BENJAMIN, Attorney & Money Scrivener, Sherborne, Dorset- 
shire. Mar. 2, at 11 ; n-st., Exeter. 

os Francis, Jeweller, 8 Lower Ashby-st., Clerkenwell. Mar. 2, at 
1; Basinghall-st. 

Cox, STEPHEN, Chemical Manufacturer, Netham Chemical Works, St. 

, Gloucestershire, Temple Back, Bristol, and Brislington, Somer- 
. Mar. 3, at 11; Bristol. 

Davis, Wrt1am, & Wintiam Henry Davis, Drapers, Haverfordwest. 
Mar. 3, at 11; Bristol. 

Fox, Ricuarp, Ironmonger, Moreton-in-the-Marsli, Gloucestershire. Mar. 
3, at 11; Bristol. 

GILLHAM, JAMES, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 149 Fore-street-hill, Exeter. 
Feb. 23 and Mar. 3, at 12; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Gowpry, SamusL, & Watrer Evsrace Gunpry, Bankers, Bridport, Dor- 
setshire. Mar. 3, at 12; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Hauupay, AnpREw Paton, & Exiza Paton, Manufacturing Chemists, 
Cornbrook, Manchester. Mar. 3, at 12; Manchester ; sep. est. E. Paton. 

HAWKE, Joun TAMBLYN, Farmer, Cardiniam, Cornwall. Mar. 2, at 11; 


Queen-st., Exeter. 

Heron, JAMES Hott, JouN Spem HERon, Sauss Knicat Heron, & ARTHUR 
Heron, Cotton Spinners, Manchester and Wigan. Mar. 4, at 12; Man- 
chester (by adj. Jan. 14). 

Howraway, Witt1am, Ink Dealer, Park-ter., Hammersmith. Mar. 1, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Mancuin, EMMANUEL Manis, Tailor). 258 High-st., Exeter (trading 
under the name of George Carteret, and late of 5 Foley-pl., Cavendish- 
. Feb. 23 and Mar. 3, at 12; Queen-st., Exeter. 

ILLIAM, Corn, , & Seed Merchant, Rendezvous-st., Folk- 
stone, Kent. Feb. is, at 12; Basinghall-st. (by adj. Jan. from 14.) 

Surg, GzorcE, Cabinet Maker, Pantechnicon, Queen’s-rd., Brighton. 
Mar, 3, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

STEADMAN, CunisTopHER, & Cuarzes SippaLt, BAKEWELL, Builders, Man- 
chester. . 3, at 12; Manchester. 

Wao, Wintam, Carman, Counter-st., Southwark. Mar. 2, at 12; Basing- 


Frepay, Feb, 11, 1859. 
AINLEY, JoserH, Woollen Manufacturer, Elland, Halifax. Mar. 4, at 11 ; 
Commercial -bldgs., Leeds. 
_.,.. Bassam, Ironmonger, Sunderland. Mar. 10, at 11; New- 


Povey Jana, Upholsterer, 89 Bridge-rd., Lambeth. Mar. 7, at 1.30; 


Binxs, Tuomas, Iron Merchant, Deighton, Bettentell, on ye of Thornhill 
Dewsbury. Mar. 4, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Lee 
Bizog, Josepa Epwarp, Merchant, Liverpool. Mar. 7, at re ; Caen 


BRADSHAW, BENJAMIN, & James WessTer, jun., Canvas Manufacturers, 

Folly, Holbeck, Leeds (Bradshaw & Webster). Mar. 4, at 11; Com- 

mereial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Brows, Joun Heay, jun. (Brown, Brothers, & Co. ), Commission Mer- 

chant, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 8, at 1; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
BENJAMIN MERCER, Ironmonger, Liverpool. Mar. 9, at 11; 


Miller, Liverpool. Mar. 4, at 12; re. 
‘Watchinaker, 57 Market-pl., Sheffield. Mar. 5, at 10; 


HARD, Tieitielen t, Kingston-upon Hull. Feb. 23, at 
hall, ceiaeeteed Hall. 
SaMvz, Dantgt Darton, & ALFRED Daron (The Leeswood Iron 
|. 


Chester. Mar. 9, at 11; Liverpoo 
Farweiy, ne, Agent, 22 Aldermanbury. Mar. 4, at 12; 
by : 


SLLErT, Waaux, otherwise WintiaM Sreistine Foterr, Bookseller, 
: » Mar, 4, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Faance, evel Worsted Manufacturer, Dudley-hill, Bradferd (Priestley, 
.) Mar. 4, at ll; Commercial-bidgs. Leeds. 
te, 2 Garner, Brush Manufacturer, Midford- pl., London-st., 
Tottenham-ct-rd., and of Birmingham. Feb. 21, at 12; Basipghall-st. 


BERT, 
OLR, 
hal, Sheft 





Gress, ALEXANDER, Stained Glass Painter, 38 Bedford-sq. Mar. 7, at 2; 
Basinghall 


“st. 

GREEN, JosErH, Stone Merchant, “Kerridge, Prestbury, Chester. Feb. 21, 
at 12; Manchester. 

Hurcutnes, Tomas, Contractor, 5 Adam-st., Adelphi. Mar. 4, at 11; 
Basinghaill-st. 

Haypen, Tuomas, Flax & Cotton Spinner, ay > Shee Durham. 
Mar. 8, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyn 

Mazer, Daniet, Hatter, Snargate-st., Dover. Mar. 4, at 12.30; Basing- 
hall-st. 

Moore, Wit11aM, Innkeeper, Bradford, Yorkshire. Mar. 4, at 11 ; Leeds. 

Poo.s, Cua Es, Liverystable Keeper, 22 Waterloo-st., Brighton. ” Mar. 4, 
at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

RICHARDSON, Grorce Davey, Ironfounder, Carlisle. Mar. 10, at 12 ; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Sarp, Joun Buckiey, Worsted Spinner, Bingley, Bradford. Mar. 4, at 
11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

SmirH, TrpEN, James HinpEer, Georce Scrivens, & FRancis Smit, Ban- 
kers, Hastings (Smith, Hilder, Scrivens, & Smith). Mar. 4,at2; Ba- 
singhall-st. ; joint est. and sep. est. of each. 

Soprer, JAMES Gray, Miller & Ship Owner, North Shields. Mar. 10, at 
11.30 ; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

THOMPSON, Joun, Publican, Ship-inn, Stainmoor, Brough. Feb. 22, at 
11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

WHEELDON, Tuomas, Tailor, Bakewell, Derbyshire. Mar. 10, at 12; Man- 


chester. 
CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting 
Tuespay, Feb. 8, 1859. 

BoxetL, JouN, Commission sam, Hephzibah-ter., Grange-rd., Dalston. 
Mar. I, at 11.30; Basinghall 

om JOSEPH, Licensed Cietualier, Alcester, Warwickshire. Mar. 4, at 

; Birmingham. 

combina Joan, General Dealer, New-st., Birmingham. Mar. 4, at 11; 
Birmingham. 

GRANGER, JAMES, GEORGE BaTtrison HaInes, WitL1aM Ricnarp Hata, 
& Joun Mercatr, Electro Platers, Birmingham. Mar. 2, at 11; Bir- 
mingham. 

rT ry Samuet, Coal Dealer, Snow-hill-wharf, Birmingham. Mar. 2, at 

; Birmingham. 

sheet Wim, Silk & Cotton Manufacturer, 118 Market-st., Manchester, 
and Tonge, Middleton, Lancashire. Mar. 3, at 11; Manchester. 

Levy, JoserH, General Dealer, 29 Jewry-st., Aldgate. Mar. 2, at 12.303 
Basinghall-st. 

MetcauF, Jonn, & Joun Liuix, Hosiers, Birmingham. Mar. 2, at 11; 
Birmingham. 

Mies, James Antaur, Ironmonger, 40 Watling-st. Mar. 2, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

Parker, Georce, Copper Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull (J. Parker & 
Sons). Mar. 2, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

ScHLESINGER, CHARLES FREDERICK, EDWARD SCHLESINGER, & CHARLES 
Paszritt, Drysalters, 9 & 10 Basinghall-st. Mar. 15, at 12; Basinghall- 


st. 
Fripay, Fed. 11, 1859. 

Brneuam, Witt14M, Auctioneer, Great Grimsby. Mar. 9, at 12; Town- 
hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

DRAKE, GEORGE, Watch ory 18 Ludgate-hill, and Upper-st., Islington. 
Mar. 5, at 12; Basinghall 

FoLLeEtTt, WiniiaM, po ma Witu1aM Srestine Foiterr, Bookseller, 
Bognor, Sussex. Mar. 4, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Hitt, Ropert Henry, Georce Rosert Hupson, & Freperick Hupson, 
Warehousemen, 120 London-wall (Hill, Hudson Brothers, & Co.) Mar. 
4, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Hurcuison, WiLtiam, Stone Merchant, Frant, near Tonbridge Wells. 
Mar. 5, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

MANNING, SAMUEL, Mason, 66 Marylebone-rd. (late New-rd.) Mar, 4, at 
11; Basinghall-st. 

Saron, Francis, Nurseryman, Acre-lane Nursery, Acre-lane, Lambeth, 
late of 6 Oxford-ter., Park-rd., Clapham. Mar. 2, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

bef pa JOSEPH, Farmer, Stockport, Cheshire. Mar. i, at 12; Man- 

ester. 
To be DELIVERED, unless Appeal be duly entered. 
TurspaY, Feb. 8, 1859. 

EpMANSON, JaBEz, Linen Draper, Angel-st., Sheffield. - Jan. 29, 3rd class, 
subject to a suspension of 18 months, 

Fisuerg, Tuomas, Northampton, & Wiitiam Fismer, Harlestone, Carpen- 
ters. Feb. 1, 2nd class. 

HEMINGSLEY, Toomas, Cut Nail Manufacturer, Willenhall, Staffordshire. 
Feb. 7, 3rd class, 

Masox, Epwano, Commission Agent, 67 Piccadilly, Manchester. Feb. 2, 

class. 

SHEARD, SCHOFIELD CrowrHeR, & Ggorce Unperwoop, Millwrights, 
Smethwick, Staffordshire. Feb. 4, 3rd class. 

Farway, Fed. 11, 1859, 

BrepzieEr, Dixon, General Dealer, Bourn, Lincolnshire. Feb. 4, 3rd class. 

Bergson, JaMEs, Iron Founder, Derby. Feb. 1, 2nd class. 

Bisnop, Rossert, Licensed Victualler, Sieve Public-house, Church-st., 
Minories. Feb. 2, 2nd class. 

CaRPENTER, RicHaRD, Omnibus Builder, Paddington. Feb. 4, 2nd class. 

Fiowers, James, Grocer, High-st., Cheltenham. Feb. 7, 3rd class. 

— Mary, Druggist, Brynmawr, Brecon (George & Son). Feb. 7, 

st class, 

GopparD, WILLIAM, Shoe Manufacturer, Leicester. Feb. 1, 2nd class. 

Hagrison, THomas, Trimming Manufacturer, 73 Wells-st. Ox- 
ford-st., now of White Horse-yd., High Holborn. Feb. 4, 2nd class. 

Hoposox, Tomas, Bookseller, Aldine-chambers, Paternoster-row. Feb. 4, 

st class, 

Roox, THomas, Contractor, eee pease, and Victoria- 
wharf, Earl-st., Blackfriars. Feb. 3, 2n 

SAUNDERS, RICHARD WELLs, Saddler, Seine Oe Oxon. Feb. 4, Ist class. 

Smrrg, Jostas, jun., Worsted Spinner, Bradford. Jan. 25, ist class; after 
a suspension of ai days. 

by eee Ahn Georg, Licensed Victualler, Swinderby, Lincolnshire. Feb. 1, 


WILLIAMS, ‘Rozerr, Joiner, Liverpool. Feb. 3, 2nd 
Woonhats, WiLiam, Lace Manufacwurer, Novinghann. "Feb, 1, 2nd class. 
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Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Toespay, Feb. 8, 1859. _ 
Masspex, Grorce Epenson, & Montacve Ropert Toorat, Attorneys and 
tors, Manchester; by mutual consent. Dec, 24. 
Fripay, Feb, 11, 1859. 
Frost, Caantés, & Horack Frost, Solicitors & Attorneys, Kingston-upon- 
Hull; by mutual consent. —Jan. 31, 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, Fed. 8, 1859, 
Bakretr, Jonn, Draper, Malmsbury, Wilts. Jan. 28. Trustees, S. Lyons, 


Wilson-st., Middlesex; J. T. Stuttard, Wood-st., Warehousemen. Soi. 
Handy, Malmesbury. 


Barton, Huon, & Srepuen WALLAce, jun., 


pool. Jan. 17. Trustees, P. A. Houlgrave, I 
lor, Merchant, Liverpool.” 
Lancaster. 


& Sail Makers, Liver- 
ler, Liverpool; J. Tay- 
Sol. Tyrer, Heather Lea, Walton- on-the-H. 


BILLYEALD, Tuomas, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham, and Hyson-green, 
Notts. Feb. Trustees, J. Cropper, Lace Manufacturer, Sneinton, 
Notts; J. Teely, Dyer, Nottingham ; 5. Whitaker, Public Accountant, 
Ni ham. Sot. Wi i ham. 

Dawson, WitL1AM, sen., Farmer, Otley, Yorkshire. Jan. 27. Trustee, J. 
Dacre, Auctioneer, Otley. Bol, al, Otley. 

Geary, CHARLES, Dealer _ Building Materials, Canal-bridge, Mile-end. 
Jan, 25. Trustees, G. F. White, Cement Manufacturer, Milbank-st. ; 
J, A. Morgan, ht to the Arley fag = “aes Brick Company 
(Limited). Sol. Goddard, 101 Wood-st., Ch 

a, Geonce, & GroncE WairTon, Millwrig’ nee Gi Great Grimsby. Feb, 

Merchant, Great’ Grimsby ; ;* T, Stather, Iron 
tebe, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sol, Daubney, Great Grimsby. 

TEASDELL, James, Mérehant, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk. Jan. 29, Trus- 
tees, J. Clark, Merchant, and W. Hanworth, Accountant, both of Great 
Yarmouth. Creditors to execute on or before April 29. Sol, Worship, 
Great Yarmouth. 


Faray, Feb. 11, 1859. 
ageeers, Davin, Trig al Brixham, Devon. 
White and W. 
6 Old Jewry. 
Burman, James Mrretensox, Fancy Paper “Manufacturer, Oliver’s-yd., 


Jan. 19, Zyrustees, W. 
White, jun., Warehousemen, Cheapside. Sol. Morris. 


City-rd. Feb. Trustee, W. Taylor, Colour agg! Gt. Chart- 
*. Hoxton. tors to execute before April 2. Sol. Croft, 12 Copt- 
-ct. 


oo. Jous, Innkeeper, 'Donyatt,” Somersetshire, Feb.2. Trustees, G 
Lumbard, Innkeeper, Ilminster; J. Dampney, Yeoman, Iiminster. ‘Sol. 


Langworthy, Iiminster. 

Copp, RoBERT, Grocer, 51 Queen-st., Devonport. Jan. 26. Zirustees, W. 
H. Peat, Granite Merchant, Gunnisiake, Cornwall; R. Conway, Account- 
ant, 2 Albany-villas, Plymouth. Soi. Matthews, 10 Green-st., Ply- 


Ginps, Paucar Wittiam, Linen Draper, Ilfracombe, Devon. 
Trustee, H. Quick, Warehouseman, 7 Queen-st., Exeter. 
eu s 


Jan. 29. 
Sol. Bencraft, 


RAINGER, ALFRED, Builder, Saffron Walden, Essex. Jan. 31. Trustees, 
= 8. Watts, Coal tke Timber Merchant, Regent-st., Cambridge ; W. List, 
Boot Maker, Saffron Walden. Creditors to execute within six weeks. 
Sol. Freeland, Saffron Walden. 

Irons, Thomas Epwarp, Boot Maker, 61 St. Peter’s-st., Derby. Jan. 18. 
Trustee, R. Turner, Shoe Manufacturer, Northamptonshire. Sol. Dennis, 
Northamp ton. 

READ, Tine, Farmer, Woodchurch, Kent. Feb. 5. Trustees, J. Bright, 
Grocer, Weodehurch, Kent; T. Avery, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Ten- 
terden. Creditors to execute before May 5. Sol. Mace, Tenterden. 

RwLeER, GEorGce, Grocer, Cardiff. Jan. 19. Trustees, J. 8. Date, Flour 
Merchant, Wasford, Somersetshire ; J. B. Hopkins, Grocer, Cardiff. Cre- 
ditors to execute on or before April 19, Sol. White, Welliton, Somerset- 


shire. 

Rorawett, Ricnarp, & Wit11aM James Roruwsxt, Woollen Manufac- 
turers, Rochdale. Jan. 19, poem, ©. E. Gibbs, Woolstapler, Roch- 
dale; E. S. Rogers, Oil Merch ; H. Cocker, Woollen 
Monufsctarer Elland, Yorkshire. bara lies at office of J. Stand- 

, 

SreeL, Gzonrce, Fish Curer, Holy Island and Craster, Northumberland. 
Feb. 3. Trustees, J. Evans, Cooper, Berwick-upon-Tweed; T. Crewther, 
Limeburner, Spittle, Berwick-upon-Tweed. Creditors to exeeute on or 
before May 3, Sol. Rowland, Berwick-upon-Tweed. 

TarLor, Joan, Innkeeper, Norton, Yorkshire. Feb. 8 Tyrwstees, E. 

Wine Merchant, New Malton ; W. Walker, Corn Merehant, New Naive 
Indenture lies at offices of Walker & Son, ‘New — 
Wirnenrs, Cuaries, Lace Maker, Nottingham. J; 14. Trustees, ¥. 
Shaw, Silk Throwster, Derby ; H. Davies, Silk Merchant, Nottingkas. 

Sol. Cowley, Low -pavement, Nottingham 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


. Turspay, Feb. 6, 1859, 

Brown, MaArTHa THRING. Clifton-; PL lum-rd., Old Kent- 
rd. (who died in June, 1880). Re Brown's Es Pig >. Metham, 
Vv. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, Feb. 21. 

Fretpine, Dante, Gent., Clondetiey- ter., Ce (who died in Jan. 
—- Angilbert v . Fielding, V. Last Day for Proof, Feb. 

Hewton, Exvizaseru, Widow, Binley, Coventry (who died in July, 1857). 
Henton v. Mawe, V. C. Stuart. Last Tor Proof, Mar, 8. 

NeaLe, WitiamM Henny, Gent., 91 Albany-rd., Camberwell (who died on 


Re Neale’s Estate, Neale (si nee d 
Neale, V. C, Wood. Last Day for Proof, ia Pf NA) Ae. eee 





a Nag ay | uilden Morden, Cambridge (who died in 
ev, Pearmain v. Twiss and Another, V. C. Stuart, ast 
for Proof, Mar. 15. ’ -, 


Fray, Feb. 11, 1859. 


Barrow, StTernen, Farmer, late of Bexhill, 
the month of Jan. 1848). Tackle 9. Reeves, 


x (who died in or about 
.R. Last Day for Prod, 








CoorEn, THOMA 


Manufacturer, late of Paghouse 
‘on Mir ey; Py i achecat toe Stott v.Cooper. Le / 
oF Talaecery, of the County Palatine f tannaates, 4Nn 
Manchest, 
Forbes, Erizaseru, Widow, late of Pash, Clit Bri fehe Ol 
or about the 13th July, The sas Powell o. Hellicar 
™ Last Day for Proof, 
Owen, Teowas, Solieltor, | late of 2 Rig riggs 3 ee oe or Pray oh 
June, 1857). Owen v. Owen, V. C. Stuart. 
Ravis, SARAH, Spinster, late of 86 Gw tage ingon ny eset 
about the month of Dec. 1858). Birdseye v. Ravis, 
Day for Proof, Mar. 21. 
RIcKARD, Ex1zaBETH, Tea Dealer, late of Tickhill, Teo who 
in or about the month of praeys ‘y “ Turner’ ¢ teeaea, C 
dersley. Last Day for Proof, 
SoLty, JAMES pte § Solicitor, late of ‘the town and o* Sandwich, 
Kent (who died in or about the month of Dec. 


Another v. Fowle and Others, V. ©. Wood. Last pe «; 


Wa indings-up of Joint Stock Compares. 
Farway, Fed. 11, 1859. 

Deposit AND GENERAL Lire Assurance ComPANY.— The Master of the 
Rolls peremptorily orders a Call of £1 10s, per share be made on all the 
Contributories: and that the Contributories do, on Mar. 1, at 12, pay 
such Call to William Turquand, 16 Tokenhouse-yard, the Official Manager 
of the Company. 

Saint Georce Benerit Burtptna Soctery.—V. C. Kindersley will, o 
Monday, Feb. 21, at 3, make a Cali on the Contributories of £8 per 


share. 
Scoteh Sequestrations. 
TuesDAy, Feb. 8, 1859. 


CocuraNE, Rozert, Farmer, Windyedge, Renfrewshire 
(M‘Naughton & Cochrane), Cotton Broker. Feb. 11, at cy F 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Feb. 3. 

Cocksurn, JAMES, sometime Fish Merchant, Corunna-pl., Sandyford, 
gow, lately residing at 5 Roxburgh-ter., Edinburgh, now Prisoner ip 
Calton Gaol, Edinburgh. Feb. 12, at 12; Dowell’s el, Lyon’ ee 
18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. 2 

Dickte, Jouy, & Gzorce PARKIN (Diekde & Parkin), Mill bg! dg 
villa, Pott-Dundas, Glasgow. Feb. 11, at 1; Faculty-hall, 8 
pl., Glasgow. Seg. Feb. 3 

Fernie, James BiyTs, Esa. Kilmux, Fifeshire. Feb. 14, at 2; Tonting 
hotel, Cupar. Seq. Feb. 3. _, Ratnburg 


GARDNER, Joun, Merchant, 6 St. Andrew- crates A & Gani 
ner). Feb. iv, at 12; Crown-hotel, >rinces-st. s burgh Seg. 
Feb, 5. 

LanGan, Francis, Wine Merchant and General Commission Agent, 
time of 35 Crutched Friars, London (Langan & Co.), afterwards 
Cowper’s-et., Cornhill, Commercial Traveller, now Tesiding in Crom 
st., Stornoway, Island of iat, At 14,at2; Stevenson’s Rooms, 
Andrew-8q. ., Edinburgh. Seq. F 

MACKENZIE, GEORGE, Writer, in Dingval. Feb. 16, at 12; National-hote, 
Dingwall. Seq. Feb. 2 

OnMisTox, WILLIAM, General Merchant, Glasgow (Ormiston & Co.) Feb. 
15, at |; Faeulty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. igs 4, 

Woop, WILLIAM, Cabinet Maker, formerly of Forfar, now in the 
a: —— Feb. 15, at 12; County & Commercial-hotel, F 
Seq. Feb 

Frway, Feb, 11, 1859, 

Fraser, ALEXANDER, Sculptor, oa. Feb. 15, at 123 Faculty-hall, 
St. Geerge’s-pl., pony go Seq. Fi 

Ropers, Davip, Lace & Muslin hirchant, Edinbugh. Feb. 15, at2; 
George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. ; 

Troup, JAMES, & Son (Troup & Co. , and ALEXANDER Troup 
_— Strathmiglo. Feb. 21, at 1; Tontine-hotel, Cupar-Fife é 

‘eb. 10. 

Watxer, Davin, Ironmonger, Leith. me. me at 2; Dowell & al 

rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. 7. 








————_ 
TEETH. 
NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET,  GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Remove 


Her Masestx’s Roxa, 


EWLY- INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE 


MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction df 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 


MR. EPHRAIM MOSELEY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LowER GROSVENOR-STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTEE 


wi new, original, and invaluable invention, consisting in the 
the most absolute perfection and success, of CHE MICALLY- 


PA WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining 
the gold or bone frame. 

The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted iia 
few. of their most prominent features :—All yinereaed avait; 
spring wires or fastenings are required; a grea‘ 
suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto w *heny Caan unas 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are re 
the softness and cenag nA of the agent employed, the Greatest 
given to the adjoining teeth when loose or rendered tender by os 
tion of the gums. e acids of the mouth exert no i ss 
mically- ob pared India-rubber, and, as is a non-conduetor, fluids 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of 
taste being at the sean he nut, paint ee 
of its preparation. 







j 





Coma ona BANKING COMPANY oF 


SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—Le’ 
e Bank will be b: London Joint pox wie nee 
#101 for every £100 startin here. 
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“ 
fii TEETH. 

NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
Wale and PALATES ; of substances better suited, che- 


composed 
and mechanically, for securing fit of the most unerring accu racy, 
desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 







first order, the materials of 
the bet quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
- Messns. GABRIEL, THe OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 
$3, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
ly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
ia Ag mene ogee truly im and will 
viens, Gabriel’s improvements are ly important, repay & 
to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
relating thereto.”—“ Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 
Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 


NUARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, No. 11, Lombard Street, London, E.C. 
DIRECTORS. 
Hexny Hutse Berens, Esq., Chairman. 





Joun G. HussarD, Esq., Deputy Chairman. 
Join Dixon, Esq. John Martin, Esq., M.P. 
Hart Dyke, Esq. kowland Mitchell, Esq. 
W. M. T. Farquhar, Bt., M.P. James Morris, Esq. 
Sit Walter R. Farquhar, Henry Norman, Esq. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry R. Reynolds, Esq. 
John Harvey, Esq. Sir Godfrey J. Thomas, Bart. 
John Labouchere, Esq. John Thornton, Esq. 
John Loch, Esq. James Tulloch, Esq. 
Marjoribanks, Esq Henry Vigne, Esq. 
AUDITORS. 
Lewis Loyd, Esq. | Henry Sykes Thornton, Esq. 


John Henry Smith, Esq. 
Samuel Brown, Esq., Actuary. 


LUFE DEPARTMENT.—Under the provisions of an Act of Parliament, 
this Com: now offers to future Insurers FOUR-FIFTHS OF THE 
POPITS 'H la hee pa DIVISION, OR A LOW RATE OF 
PREMIIN without participation of Profits. 

‘The next division of Profits will be declared in June, 1860, when all Par- 
Policies which shall have subsisted at least one year at Christmas, 
be allowed to share in the Profits. 

At the Five Divisions of Profits made by this Company, the total 

Bonuses added to the Policies have exceeded £913,000. 

At the last valuation, at Christmas, 1854, the Assurances in force 

oe to upwards of £4,240,000, the income from the Life Branch, in 
, was more than £200,000, and the Life Assurance Fund (Independent 
of the Guarantee Capital), exceeded £1,700,000. 

FOREIGN RISKS.—The Extra Premiyms required for the East and 
West opr! the British Colonies, and the northern parts of the United 
States of America, have been materially reduced. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons who are not in such sound health as would 
able them to insure their lives at the Tabular Premiums, may have their 
Lives insured at Extra Premiums. 

LOANS on Life Policies to the extent of their values, peovieed 
sueh Policies shall have been effected a sufficient time to have attained in 
each Case @ value not under £50. 

ASSIGNMENTS OF POLICIES.—Written notices of, received and regis- 


MEDICAL FEES paid by the Company, and no charge will be made for 
Stamps. 


Pam DEPARTMENT.—Insurances are effected upon every description 
of property, at moderate rates. 


Losses caused by Explosion of Gas are admitted by this Company. 


ROMOTER LIFE ASSURANCE and ANNUITY 
COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New Bridge Street, London. 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000. 


marys 

Grorcr J. Saw Lzerevrer, Esq. 
Ropert Pax, Esq. 

SAMUEL 


Smrru, Esq. 
Le Marcuant Tuomas, Esq 





Taomas Frexp 


foe te hoes 7 
Baar., x arren 


ete 


TRUSTEES. 
Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, K.C.B.,F.R.S. | Chas. Johnston, Esq. 
John ohn Deacon, Esq. 


Sieur eesereey Guntodien of Af) Asensnenn, beth od tho hanes 
Its non-bonus rates are lower than those 





sant the flowing ae specimens othe the additions which have 
bem made teiie beneficial policies. 
pepe aio a wey Sum payable at death. 
£4000 £797 6 £4797 «6 «6 
1 500 104 t 7 17 
1843 500 104 5 2 604 5 2 
1847 1000 141 12 4 1141 12 4 
division of profits every five years, and officers in the army 
wy docu vey sad ta lng cn fare are also assured 


Ln AER 
MICHAEL SAWARD, Secretary. 
‘Commission allowed to Solicitors for introdueing Life business : 10 per 
Cent, on the first payment, and 5 per Cent. on renewals. 





NEW EDITION OF “ THE CABINET LAWYER.” 
The Eighteenth Edition, extended and corrected throughout, with 
Statutes and Legal Decisions to Michaelmas Term, 1858 (21, & 22 Viet.) ; 
in fep. 8vo, price 10s. 6d. cloth, 
IF\HE CABINET LAWYER: A Foodies Di 
the Laws of England, Civil and Criminal ; with a DICTIONARY q 
LAW TERMS, and various other useful Additions, brought down to the 
Year 1859. 
T tower es edition of the “Cabinet | are now for the first 


entirely new; having been 
pry bene Dictionary 








London : Loneman, Brown, & Co., Paternoster Row. 





Just published, in 8vo, price 1s., 


HE PEOPLE IN THE CATHEDRAL; a Letter 
to the Very Reverend the Dean of St. Paul’s. By JOSIAH PITTMAN. 


Also, by the same, price 5s., 
eee PEOPLE IN CHURCH, their Rights and 
Duties. 


London: Brit and Daupy, Fleet-street. 





Now published, price 6d., which will be allowed to purchasers, 


A CATALOGUE of LAW BOOKS published 
during the last 40 years in the United States of America, and 
which are now on sale by 


Triisver & Co., 60, Paternoster-row, London. 


THE BENCH AND THE BAR. 
A Series of PHOTOGRAPHIC PORTRAITS of EMINENT LAWYERS 
with Biographical Notices. 
ORD JUSTICE SIR J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE. 
(By Joun Watkins.) With Biographical Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 
framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 
ICE-CHANCELLOR SIR WILLIAM PAGE 
WOOD. (By Jonn Watkins.) With Biographical Notice, Price 4s. 
Neatly framed, 7s. 6d. Now ready. 
IR FITZROY KELLY, M.P., Attorney-General. 
(By Joun Watkins.) bse Biographical "Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 
framed, 7s. 6d. On March 1 
IR HUGH M. CAIRNS, M.P., Solicitor-General. 
(By Jonn Watkins.) With Biographical Notice, Price 4s. Neatly 
framed, 7s. 6d. On March Ist. 
D. HILL, ., Q.C., Recorder of Birmingham. 
ahs (x Beart.) ag Biographical Notice. Price 4s. Neatly 





ns 9 hl 
Any of the above sent post free on receipt of the price in postage stamps, 
Mason & Co., 7, Amen Corner, Paternoster-row; and all Booksellers, 


oO FAMILY ARMS, send Name and County to 
the Heraldic Office. Sketch, 2s. 6d.; in colour, 5s. Monumental 
Brasses, Official Seals, Dies, Share, and Diploma Plates, in Mediséval and 

Modern Styles. 
ERALDIC ENGRAVING. —Crest on Seal, or 
Ring, 8s. ; on Die, 7s.; Arms, Crest, and Motto, on Seal or Book. 





plate, 25s. 
OLID GOLD, 18 Carat, Hall marked, —, 
Sardonyx, or Bloodstone Ring, Engraved Crest, Two Guineas. 
Desk Seals, Mordan's Pencil-cases, &c. Ilustrated Price List post — 


T. Moring, Engraver par ‘Rereiais Artist (who has received the Gold 
Medal for Engraving), 44, High Holborn, London, W.C. 


GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY, 
AND PRoNoUNCED By HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRESS to be 
THE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED.. 
WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
SEE THAT YOU GET IT, 
as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
Sold by all Chandlers, Grocers, &., &c. 

WOTHERSPOON & CO., Guascow axp Lonpor, 


“ EVERYBODY a Gog RO Ret BY EVERYBODY DON’T 
\ TICTORIA PALE ALE IS THE BEST DINNER 
ALE of THE DAY.—18 Gallons, 20s. ; ca i 
— ALE, brewed expressly for Private Families, ls. per 
allon 
P Salen Cask—this is 
ae ig STOUT, 13s. 6d. per 9 Bt a . 


t. 
HENRY LOVIBOND, Cannon Brewery, Chelsea. 
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O LAW STUDENTS.—Established ten years. 
A London Solicitor prepares Gentlemen for Examination with un- 
failing success. Terms, two guineas monthly. 
Apply to Mr. Read, 25, Acton-street, Grays’-inn Road. 





AW.—The Advertiser is desirous of an Engagement, 
in London or the country, but preference would be given te the 
latter. He will assist in the general business of an Office, attend to convey- 
ancing, and make himself useful. 
Address, R.S., at Mr. Coulcher’s, Stationer, 49, Chancery-lane, W.C., 





AW.—A Young Gentleman (Admitted), who has 
served the greater part of his Articles with a firm of high repute in 
country, and subsequently in a large Agency Office, in London, wishes for 
an Engagement in some respectable Office either in town or country. The 
highest references can be given. 
Address, W.W., Post-office, Basingstoke, Hants. 
AW PARTNERSHIP.—A SOLICITOR in the 
‘i 4 City, with an increasing practicé, is willing to sell a share to a gen- 
tleman of active habits. Premium moderate. 
Apply to Mr. Laidman, Law-stationer and Negotiator, 100, Chancery- 
lane. 








AW.—WANTED, an Engagement as MANAGING 
COMMON LAW CLERK, or to take the management of the Office 
yeneraily. The Advertiser has had many years’ practical experience. 
, 34, References of the highest order can be farnished. 
Address, P. P. Drasum, the “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, Carey-street, 
Lincoln’s-inn, W. C. 








AW.—A Gentleman of great practical experience, 

A who has had the management of the Common Law in a large 

Office, and is capable of getting np Cases for Trial however important and 

heavy, is desirous of haying his Articles assigned to a firm of respectability 

and standing, where he wonld receive a fair salary for the remainder of 

the Term, The Advertiser has also been accustomed to advise clients and 
to attend to general business. 


Address, X. Y., No. 35, Sewardstone-road, Victoria-park. 





] AW.—An Engagement is required by the Advertiser, 
J either in town or country. If in town, to conduct the aay 
ancing, aud assist in the Chancery Department. Or in the country, to 
conduct the genera) practice under the superintendence of Principal. Is 
Admitted, and has had experience in conveyancing and the general 
business in country Offices. Has been three years in an Office in town, 
and possesses some knowledge of Chancery proceedings. Unexceptionable 
references. 

Address, D.C.L., care of Messrs. Witherby's, Law Stationers, Birchin- 
lane, E.C. 





USTRALIA.—A Gentleman who resided in 

Australia for 13 years, and had extensive cattle and sheep stations, 

will proceed there on the Ist March, intending to return in twelve months. 

He is willing to undertake commissions in any of the Australian Colonies. 
The most ample security can be given. 


Apply to St. Barbe Sladen, Esq., 1 4, Parliament-street, S.W. 





REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Cuarnman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder of London. 
Derory-Caairnman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 


Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the Office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 





TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON. 
HE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 


TRUSTEES. 
Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 
John Horatio Lloyd, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, Esq., F.R.S., Gray’s-inn, and Croydon. 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 
This Society has been in full and beneficial tion since 1850. 
incorporated for the pu: 


operat It was 

of securing to LANDLORDS, TITHE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt of INCOMES, from 
Estates, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as dividends 
from the Public Funds. The Society also Manages and Collects Rents with- 
out guarantee, offering the security of a large subscribed capital (£100,000), 
for the certain and prompt payment of all sums collected. 

A moderate Commission covers all charges for Management, Superintend- 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, and Collection of Rent. The Society are now act- 
ing as Receivers under Chancery, the Court having sanctioned their 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion House, London. 

When Clients afe introduced direct to the eprom by Solicitors, one-third 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected with 
the Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client. 








SUFFOLK-STREET, PALL-MALL EAST.—Eligible Leasehold Residens 
and B Premises, on the Crown Estate, held for 61 years, ata 
ground-rent, and let for 7, 14, or 21 years, to a respectable tenant, 


cane RUSHWORTH & JARVIS ter directed 
ie trustees under the will of Edward Cresy, » deceased, ty 
SELL by AUCTION » at the MART, on FRIDAY, 9 25th TEBRUARY at 
TWELVE, the capital LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, with workshops inthe 
rear, desirably situate No. 6, on the east side of Suffolk-street, a sane 
from Pall-mall East, near Trafalgar-square. The house presents a 
some elevation, with good private entrance to the upper part, and 
ground-floor is arranged for the business of a tailor, with ae in the 
rear lighted from the roof. The premises are let to Messrs, Price & ha 
tailors, for 7, 14, or 21 years, from Lady-day, 1853, at the pe rent of 
£200 per annum, and held for 61 years from Michaelmas last at a grounj. 
rent. 
May be viewed with permission of the tenant, and particulars had 
on ne Thomas ae a. ° egy 1, Serjeants’-i re 4 
an ‘essrs, Rushwo. Jarv' le-row, Regent-street, and 
Change-alley, Cornhill. i 





a 


ST. JOHN’S-WOOD.—An elegant Cottage Villa, with good garden, suit- 


ree for a family of the highest respectability, with possession at Lady. 
y next. 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH & JARVIS will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART,on FRIDAY, 25th FEBRUARY, a 

desirable LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, distinguished as Eglinton Villa, 
forming the centre of a group of three cottages, situate in ree gy 
approached from Acacia-road by a = drive and shrubbery. 
house four bed-chambers and a dressing-room, drawing bi 
dining-rooms, library, hall, portico entrance, lobby, and water: 
kitchen, scullery, larder, coal store, &c.; and in the rear is a large 
garden ; held tor a term, of which 61 5 were unexpired on the 20th 
of December last, at a ground rent of £7 10s. 

To be viewed by cards, to be obtained (with printed particulars’ 
Messrs. Rushworth & Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, Chane 
alley, Cornhill. Particulars may likewise be had at the Eyre-arms, 
John’s-wood; and of Mr. William Sym, 8, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 








KNIGHTSBRIDGE.—Capital Leasehold Workshops and Show-room, with 
a small Residence attached, situate No. 5, Ann’s-place, Kinnerton-street, 
=the property of Messrs. Rogers & Dear, who have dissolved 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH & JARVIS will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, on FRIDAY, 25th FEBRUARY, at 
TWELVE (with possession), the valuable LEASE of the capital 
modern WORKSHOPS and SHOW-ROOMS, comprising three floors, witha 
small residence adjoining, situate No. 5, Ann’s-place, Kinnerton- 
Held for 35 years from Midsummer, 1846, at the very low rent of £52 10s, 
per annum. 


Particulars may be had of Messrs. G. A. Crawley & Son, Solicitors, 20, 
Whitehall-place; of James Johnston, Esq., Solicitor, 57, Chancery-lane; 
and of Messrs. Rushworth & Jarvis, Saville-row, Regent-street, and 19, 
Change-alley, Cornhill. 





ADVOWSON OF TARRANT HINTON, Derset. 


J brie aqme DANIEL SMITH, SON, and OAKLEY, 

have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, near 
the Bank of England, MARCH 23, the ADVOWSON of TARRANT 
HINTON, near Bandford, on the old turnpike road to Exeter, and ins 
delightful neighbourhood. The Parsonage is a modern Elizabethan erection, 
adapted for the residence of a good family. The glebe contains 82 acres, 
and the tithes have been commuted at 2335 per annum, The preseit 
incumbent is in his 42nd year. 


Further particulars will shortly appear; and information beer 
time may be had of Thomas Coombes, Esq., Solicitor, Dorchester; 
Messrs. J. & W. Galsworthy, Solicitors, 12, Ol "Jewry Chambers ; pee 
Messrs. Daniel Smith, Son, & Oakley, Land Agents and Surveyors, 10, 
Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 


NEXT PRESENTATION to the poe of WICKHAM, in the County 
of H HIRE. 


ESSRS. BEADEL ‘a SONS are instructed to 
offer by AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, 
TUESDAY, 22nd FEBRUARY, at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, the N’ 
PRESENTATION to the RECTORY of WICKHAM, in the 
and Diocese of Winchester, subject to the Life of the present Incumbent, 
who is in his 77th year. The rectory is very 7 eee situate a short 
distance from the church : it contains dining and dra rooms, library; 
six bed-rooms, -rooms, work-room, and the 
delightful pleasure-grounds surround the house, and there is iy 
productive kitchen-garden. The out-offices are a four-stall stable 
coach-house, brewhanse, &c. The glebe adjoins the arg pe: well 
rodded ; has suitable farm-buildings, and comprises 53a. Or. 11 
land; there is the tithe commutation rent caer we 24: 
(including the glebe), the total value of the li 
annum. rectory is situate in the Seodbesiy | 
is within about 4 miles of the Botley, nee boprsyig 
on the London and South-Western Railwa: 
Portiontave sand ‘eadiene of Gale’ sang bu cclbliuik aaa 
Spilson & Co., Solicitors, St. Austell, Cornwall ; Messrs. Coode, 
Cotton, 10, Yao 2a we enplicanyg ade ay at the Mart; and of 
street, 
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Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham 
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ONDON CRYSTAL PALACE, Regen 


Oxford-street, and Great Portland-stteet.—This pe oye 
ing is NOW OPEN to the for the SALE of all me USEFUL 
and FANCY ARTICLES. Establishment, Aviary, Coa- 
servatory, t Room, and Ladies’ Private Refreshment 
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§psscRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
germs:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, In sepr- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4y. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
yor 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
yOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 

70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

Tue Soxicrtors’ JourRNAL & REPORTER is published every 
Saturday morning in time for the early trains, and may be 
procured direct JSrom the Office, or through any Bookseller or 
News Agent, on the day of publication. 

Subscribers are informed that the Subscription for Vol. 3 is now 
due. The amount is 21. 12s. per annum for the JOURNAL 
anp Reporter, and 11. 14s. 8d., for the JOURNAL, WITHOUT 
Reports, which includes all Supplements, Title, and Index, ¢c. 
ge. Post Office Orders crossed “ § Co.,” should be made payable 
to Witt1am Draper, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, at the 
Branch MoNEY-oRDER OFFICE, CHANCERY-LANE, W.C. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

4“ ANOTHER SOLIcITOR,” and a “ PRACTITIONER,” are reminded 
of our rule, that the author of a communication must send 
(in strict contidence) his name and address. 

An AnTICLED CLERK will receive the information he needs 
(as fur as we can supply it) next week. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


—— 
LONDON, FEBRUARY 12, 1859. 





TRANSFER OF LAND BILLS. 

The Bills introduced by the Solicitor-General differ, 
in some important er from the scheme proposed 
by the Registration of Title Commissioners. ‘The Com- 
missioners, it will be remembered, advised the establish- 
ment of a general registry, on which any owner of land 
might place his name, with the power of summarily 
transferring his estate to a purchaser. To this scheme, 
asdetrimental to the great bulk of the profession, we 
expressed a fortnight since our opposition; and we are 
glad to find that the Bills now introduced, though re- 
quiring very grave and careful consideration, are founded 
on a different basis. The Solicitor-General asks the 
House to establish a Landed Estates Court, similar 
in its nature to the In¢umbered Estates Court of 
Dublin, and to enable any person, who has for 
five years been the owner in fee-simple of land, 
to apply to the Court, producing an abstract of 
his title and all necessary evidence, and to obtain, 
after due inquiries and precautions, and after a certain 

iod has elapsed, an indefeasible title to his estate. 

i en of the Government scheme is contained in 
the Bill which we print nearly in full for the 

tion of our readers. hat its operation 

Would be attended with loss to conveyancing 
solicitors, we cannot believe. On the contrary, we 
have little doubt that it would considerably increase the 
business to be done in country offices, provided the feel- 
ing of landowners generally be in favour of availing 
themselves of the measure. We mention this proviso 
because one good feature in the Bill is, that its practical 
ion will be entirely voluntary. Even should 

the desire for a declaration of title be manifested strongly 
among landowners, there is, it will be observed, one 
restriction on applicants. Any person moving the 
must be an owner in fee simple, and, consequently, 

all land tied up in family settlements—and what a large 
te portion of real property is comprehended under this 
—is withdrawn from the operation of the Bill. 
Looking, then, to these facts—the one, that a consider- 
able part of conveyancing business will be left un- 
Youched; the other, that the modus operandi in those 
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cases where the measure sppliee will be productive of 
nae employment for solicitors—we are glad to be- 
ieve that this portion of the plan is not such as need 
alarm the profession. 

The second Bill, for establishing a registry of titles, 
provides that any landowner who has obtained a certifi- 
cate from the Landed Estates Court may place his name 
on the register, and mortgage or sell his land thereafter 
in a very summary way. That the effect of this mea- 
sure will be much diminished by the requirement of a 
previous application to the Court, instead of a general 
registry like that recommended by the commissioners, 
there can be no reasonable doubt. Nevertheless, it 
must gradually, and in the progress of years, produce a 
serious alteration in the mode of conveyancing business, 
and requires to be watched with a jealous and scruti- 
nising eye. It would not be fair to the Government, 
and it would beimpolitic for the interests of the pro- 
fession, to make any declamatory onslaught on a mea- 
sure which the law officer of the Crown has introduced 
with great ability, and which several eminent lawyers, 
solicitors as well as barristers, are known to have con- 
sidered. But it will be most desirable that the probable 
effect of such a Bill should be duly canvassed ; that all 
objections that can be fairly urged should be brought 
forward; and that the profession should, having made 
up its mind as to the best course to pursue, cause its 
weight to be felt in Parliament. We earnestly invite 
communications on the subject, and pledge our faith to 
fight the just battle of our body with energy, and we 
have little doubt with success. 

Two points especially strike us as those on which 
evidence should be obtained, and action taken imme- 
diately. The income of a great proportion of provincial 
solicitors depends on their conveyancing business, and 
that income is regulated by a statutory system of remu- 
neration. It is, we believe, absolutely essential that 
this system should be altered at once: We must not 
wait till the loss comes upon us, but obtain promptly 
from the Legislature, we think in this very Bill if it is 
to pass, a method of payment calculated to give a profit 
fully equal to that accruing under the present system of 
business. In the next place, we doubt the expediency 
of a single metropolitan registry. The feeling of the 
House of Commons, as shown not long since with refer- 
ence to the Probate Act, is opposed to this sort of cen- 
tralisation ; and we have little doubt that if solicitors 
resolve on a modification of this part of the scheme, 
their views will be carried out The whole subject is of 
enormous importance, and as it is now fairly before the 
House, it is the absolute duty of the profession to take 
care that no hasty legislation is allowed. 


> 
aa 


THE MASTERSHIP IN LUNACY. 

Mr. Higgins has resigned, and Mr. Samuel Warren 
reigns in his stead. The lesson administered has been 
salutary, and it is satisfactoty to find that public opinion 
was too strong to admit of such an abuse of patronage. 
Our experienced correspondent, whose letter appears 
in another column, must permit us to say that no 
private opinion as to the ability or worth of Mr. 
Higgins, neither of which do we wish to dispute, can 
weigh for a moment in the scale against the public 
scandal of an untried barrister elevated to a most 
responsible judicial position, because he is a near rela- 
tive of the Minister who disposes of the place. The 
German custom of promoting local judges may be good 
enough, but we never heard that Mr. Higgins was either 
local judge or anything else that could fit him to be a 
Master in Lunacy; and the rule which guided his 
appointment seems more akin to that of Turkey, where 
we have heard of a son succeeding his father as judge, 
on the speculation of hereditary aptitude. But on this 
point no more need be said. Mr. Higgins, we are sin- 
cerely glad to hear, is again installed in his registrar- 
ship, and the mastership is filled by a man of long 
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standing at the bar, already exercising judicial functions, 
and well-known to pussess ability in more ways than 
one. 

Wedo hope that this unlucky business may end in 
producing a better mode of distributing legal patronage 
than at present prevails. Why should there not 
something in the shape of competition, not, of course, 
by examination, but by publicly notifying the vacancy, 

owing free application, with 2 statement of claims 
and fitness, and requiring on the part of the patron an 
explanation of the reasons of his choice. We believe 
that some plan of this sort would do infinite good, not 
only in particular cases, but in whole classes of appoint- 
ments. It would, for instance, probably lead to 
a more equal distribution of offices between the bar and 
solicitors, and secure for the latter those places which 
their special knowledge and experience best qualify 
them to fill, We have seen with regret that the claims 
of our body have once more been passed over by the 
appointment of Mr. Unthank to a Mastership of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench. To Mr. Unthank personally 
we make not the slightest objection, but we urge strongly, 
as we have before done, the impolicy on public grounds, 
and the injustice to solicitors, involved in appointing 
barristers to these responsible places. 


- 
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BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 





I. 

The two schemes of Bankruptcy Law Reform, ema- 
nating from the Government and the National Associa- 
tion, having been fairly launched, we propose devoting a 
portion of our space in the present and a few succeeding 
numbers to an examination of the more salient features 
of each Bill, and an investigation of the principles upon 
which we consider a comprehensive and satisfactory 
measure should be based. In the outset, we may 
remark, that however much we may admire the candour 
and zeal displayed by the Government in abandoning 
the Bill introduced at the close of last session, and pro- 
ducing one of a more satisfactory character, we are quite 
unable to agree with the Lord Chancellor, that an 
amendment of the existing Acts should first be proceeded 
with, and a consolidation of the law left to the future. 
If there were but few defects in the existing law, and 
those of such an urgent nature as to call for immediate 
alteration, we admit it would be more convenient to 
complete the amendments before consolidation were 
cn, pots but when the amendments required are so 
radical and extensive, that their enactment almost neces- 
sarily involves consolidation, and ample materials for 
the purpose are provided, we think it would be most 
injudicious, and unnecessarily add to the labours of 
Parliament, not to grasp the whole in one measure, more 
especially as the want of consolidation is, in itself, a 
great evil in the eyes of the commercial community. 

The existing Acts are numerous, but the law is mainly 
contained in statutes passed during the present reign, the 
Bankruptcy Acts having been consolidated in 1849. Since 
these statutes were passed, the whole subject has been 
reported upon by a Royal Commission, and various 
Bills, containing important propositions, have, from time 
to time, been introduced into Parliament. In addition 
to these materials, the views and requirements of the 
mercantile community have found frequent opportuni- 
ties for expression, and have been embodied in a con- 
venient and practical shape, in resolutions at the 
Mercantile Law Conference, held under the auspices of 
the Law Amendment Society, and at the meetings of 
the National Association. The whole of these statutes 
and proceedings ought to receive the careful consideration 
of the Legislature, in discussing the amendments which 
are capes even by the Government Bill ; and nothing 
further is required, in order to frame a complete mea- 
sure, beyond ical suggestions on matters of detail, 
and that care in the Bill, and passing it 
through Parliament which cannot be dispensed with 


-Suitors’ Profit Fund was available for the purpose. 





when consolidation alone is attempted. It is, therefp 
manifest that the a. sual will be saved the tro 
of going twice over the same ground, and a more saty, 
factory measure produced, by dealing with the 
as a whole than by enacting amendments which do, 
reality, affect every material part of the whole. | 
difficulty pointed out by the Lord Chancellor in dist. 
guishing the proposed amendments from the provision 
introduced for consolidation only, is easily overcome 
a marginal reference, by the draughtsman, to the sm. 
tions of existing Acts not sopuet to be altered; | 
this has already been done in the Chancellor's Bill ¢ 
last session (which we beg to remind his Lordship wy 
intended to be a consolidating Act), and in the Bill 
introduced into the House of Commons by Lord Joh 
Russell on Tuesday last. 

The provisions of the Government Bill are, on th 
whole, very admirable, and we hope the measure Will 
speedily receive the sanction of the House in which it 
has been introduced ; but we trust that when it is eo. 
sidered by the branch of the Legislature which mop 
immediately represents the interests affected by it, it 
will be expanded into a more perfect measure, by em. 
bodying such portions of the existing law as are in 
tended to be retained, and introducing such addition 
amendments from Lord John Russell's Bill as the Hous 
= approve. 

asty legislation and frequent changes in the law ar 
at all times to be deprecated—more especially 80 in 
matters affecting the complicated relations of debtor 
and creditor, and we can pledge ourselves that the eom- 
mercial community will be saved a considerable disap. 
pointment if amendment and consolidation be combined, 
and that they will be much better satisfied to waits 
reasonable time for a simple and complete code, in one 
statute, rather than submit to piecemeal legislation, 
however excellent, in other respects, each step toward 
a perfect measure may be. On no previous 
has so much interest been excited amongst commertil 
bodies with reference to any project of law reform, and, 
if advantage be taken of this feeling, abundant practial 
suggestions and invaluable assistance may be obtained 
from those most qualified to afford them; but if the 
interest which has been aroused be allowed to subsite, 
without a complete measure being carried, it may bes 
long time before a like concurrence of favourable at- 
cumstances again occurs. 
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CONCENTRATION OF COURTS. 


A deputation from the Council of the Law Ameni- 
ment Society had an interview yesterday with Lor 
Derby on the subject of the Concentration of Court. 
Lord Brougham had promised to introduce the deputs- 
tion, but was prevented by his judicial duties in the 
House of Lords. In the absence of his Lordship, Mr. 
Hastings explained to Lord Derby the views of the 
deputation, and strongly urged the immediate adoptio 
of Sir Charles Barry's plan for a union of all the courts 
and offices in one building near to Lineoln’s-inn. Mr. 
Strickland Cookson entered into minute details on the 
financial part of the scheme, and showed that 





















Lord Derby entered into a long conversation om the 
subject, and expressed great interest in the scheme. He 
thought that the most feasible mode of 
the object would be, to appoint a select committee of the 
House of Commons on the subject. The deputation in 
retiring thanked his Lordship ver heartily for the 
extremely kind manner in which he had received them, 
and the pains he had taken’ to enter into all the 
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Mr. Serjeant Merewether, Town Clerk of London, has resigntd 
on a pension of £1000 a year, and Mr. Frederick W 
who has been deputy Town Clerk for the last twelve 
was ap oi tad bo encased him, The future salary is to be 410 
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Che Courts, Appointments, Vacancies, Ke. 


On Monday last, at the Southwark Police Court, Mr. Elliot 
istrate, decided that omnibus conductors had a right to 
de van gel re-payment of fares, or refuse to admit passengers 
their vehicles. 
Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Wood, in a case heard before him 
‘gn Wednesday last, expressed an opinion that it was not advis- 
able that solicitors should accept the office of trustees, obsery- 
‘ng that when they did so they placed themselves “in a position 
great difficulty and responsibility.” He also stated that he 
felt considerable regret at seeing clauses, enabling solicitors who 
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ip wa were appointed trustees to charge for their work, so frequently 
e Bill inserted in trust deeds. We are unable to see why, on the one 
| John hand, a solicitor should be supposed to be disqualified from 
5 acting as a trustee, and why on the other hand if he does so 
nthe act, he should not be allowed to charge for strictly professional 
e Fil _services. The opinions expressed by the Vice-Chancellor seem 
ich j to cast an unmerited reproach upon a class of gentlemen who 
: - are at all events as honourable as their neighbours.—Leeds Mer- 
bard Mr. Unthank, of the northern circuit, has been appointed 
Ht it Master of the Court of Queen’s Bench in the room of the late 
y et- ‘Mr. Bunce. The learned gentleman has been in practice for 
€ in- many years, both as a pleader and a barrister, and jis, beyond 
am oh pees acm: qualified for the office to which he has 
appointed. 
Mr. Samuel Warren, Q.C., has been appointed Master in 
W are Lunacy in the place of Mr. Higgins, who = resigned. The 
80 in Globe adds, “ We hear that the hon. and learned gentleman is 
ebtor anxious at the same time to retain his seat for Midhurst, but 
com: it is not likely that a course so unusual and so contrary to the 
isap- spirit of the constitution will be permitted.” Mr. Higgins re- 
ined, tarns to his former post of registrar in bankruptcy; Mr. Scott 
it's to his office of principal secretary to the Lord Chancellor; and 
ae oe ra the appointment which he has held for a 
: of principal secretary. 
aon, + 
4 Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
cial (By Martin Ware, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 
“ Joint Stock Company—FRraupuLent REPorTs—AvTHO- 
ined RITY OF DiRECTORS TO BIND“*THE CoMPANY—LACHES. 
the Re The Royal British Bank, Ex parte Nicol, 7 W. R. 217. 
side, The full Court of Appeal in Chancery have recently given 
be 8 judgment in this very important case. The questions argued 
cir related to the rights and liabilities of a shareholder who had 


been induced to join the company through the fraudu- 
lent misrepresentations of the directors. These questions are 
well discussed by the Lord Chancellor in his judgment, which 
will repay a careful perusal. The facts were shortly these:— 
Mr. William Nicol became the purchaser of twenty new shares 
in the Royal British Bank, on the 8th of March, 1855, and paid 
his deposit and certain calls. He signed the supplemental deed 
under which the shares were issued, and received a dividend, 
which he retained, and did not offer to return. He was induced 
totake the shares by Alderman Kennedy, who furnished him with 
8 copy of the printed report and balance-sheet of the Bank, ending 
December, 1854, anda circular letter of the directors of March, 
1855. It was admitted that these documents contained false 
Tepresentations of the state of the bank, but they were only 
Primarily intended to be read by those who were shareholders 
at the time. In February, 1856, Mr. Nicol employed a broker 
to sell ten shares, who sold them through another broker to a 
person named Empson. They were really bought for Cameron, 
the manager of the bank, who used Empson’s name, the agent 
of the bank, Afterwards, the company being wound up, Mr. 
’s name was placedon the list of contributories by the 
chief clerk, but removed by VY. C. Kindersley, his Honour being 
of opinion that the case came within the principle of his deci- 
sion in Brockwell’s Cars(s Drew, 305, 8. C., 5 W. B, 858). The 
manager and the questions raised in argument 

d the appeal mag follows:—1. Was Nicol induced by 
aud’ to become a shareholder, and were the directors agents of 
company for the purposeof making the misrepresentations? 
Supposing the contract to be voidable, had he estopped him- 
by his own laches or acquiescence? 3. Did he divest him- 

f his liability by the transfer of his shares? The Court 

‘Peing in favour of Mr. Nieol-on the last point it did not become 
necessary to decide the first two; but in consequence of 

Great importance of the subject their Lordships gave their 


“SS Sta Ss SET AtSSerersrss = 


~ 


4 


Pre & 


HF 





opinions of them, From their judgments the following proposi- 
tions may be deduced :— 

1, A shareholder who has been deceived into taking shares 
by the fraudulent misrepresentations of a report published by 
the directors, may maintain an action or suit om the deceit 
against the individual directors for the damage. And it is ¢elear 
that the directors will be so liable, whether they knew that 
they were stating falsehoods, or merely pledged themselves to 
statements of which they knew nothing (Zvans v. Edmunds, 
13 C. B. 786; see also Rawhns v. Wickham, ante, 147), And 
it appears that, even though the report was not originally in- 
tended for the public, but the directors gave it unauthorised pub- 
licity, in order to deceive the public, they will be individually 
liable (Scott v. Dizon, lately decided in the Queen’s Bench), 

2. But the case is different where the remedy sought is 
against the company at large, whether by suit against the 
members, or by proceedings to escape contribution for their 
debts. The question, then, is, how far the directors were the 
agents of the company at large for the purpose of the mis- 
representation. The ordinary law of partnership, where each 
partner is agent for the other,does not apply, because the public 
have notice that the directors are only agents for certain pur- 
poses, and cannot go beyond the powers conferred by their deed. 
Still (as Turner, L. J., observes), if the company would be 
responsible for misrepresentations made by themselves, they 
must be so, to some extent, for misrepresentations made by 
tnose to whom they have entrusted the conduct of their affairs; 
and the limits of this agency seem still undefined. The only 
proposition on this point which we can deduce from the case 
before us is, that where the directors make false statements to 
their own shareholders in their reports, and then think proper 
to give them unauthorised circulation among the public, they 
are not the agents of the company for that purpose, and the 
company is not bound, unless in some extreme case, as in 
Wells’ Case (22 Beav. 35). 

8. Where a shareholder who has been deeeived into taking 
shares lies by, and receives dividends, and does not take measures 
to set aside the transactions till the company is being wound 
up, he shall not be then allowed to repudiate it. A contract 
obtained through fraud is not void, but voidable; and this doc- 
trine of repudiation cannot prevail if a party, by his own act 
or laches, has put it out of his power to place the parties in the 
same condition as they were in before the contract. 


VENDOR AND PuRCHASER—TRANSFER OF RAILWAY SHARES 
IN BLANK—BROKER—AGENCY. 
Tayler v. Great Indian Peninsular Railway Company, 
7 W. R., V. C. W., 182. 

The question in this case arose out of a custom which appears 
to exist among stockbrokers, of having transfers of shares exe- 
cuted by the vendors in blank, and which in the present case 
was taken advantage of for the purpose of perpetrating a fraud 
on the vendor. The plaintiff was the owner of £20 shares, and 
also of £2 shares, in the above railway, and instructed his 
broker to sell sixty of his £2 shares. The broker prepared two 
printed forms of transfer, the name of the transferee, the con- 
sideration, and the number and distinguishing numbers of the 
shares being all left blank; but they were stamped with a 
stamp sufficient to cover £20 shares. In this case the plaintiff 
executed ‘them, not observing the amount of the stamp, and 
supposing thai they were intended for the transfer of his sixty 
£2 shares, which the broker told him had been sold for £135. 
It appeared, however, that the broker had sold eighty £20 
shares for £1600 in the market, and he handed the transfers 
to the purchaser, who filled up the blanks with the numbers 
and amounts of these shares. The fraud was discovered by 
the secretary of the company giving notice to the plaintiff of 
the intended registration of the transfer; and the plainti 
then filed his bill, to have the deeds of transfer delivered 
up to be cancelled. Wood, V.C., held that, although 
the plaintiff was guilty of negligence in executing the blank 
transfers, yet those documents were merely waste paper, and 
the transferees having taken instruments which were on 
the face of them void at law, must bear the loss (see Hibblewhite 
v. M‘Morine (6 M. & W. 200), and he refused to acknowledge 
any such custom as was said to exist on the Stock Exchange 


as to accepting such transfers in blank. 
Lanps CLauses ConsoLrpaTion Act—Costs—SvUccEssivE 
REINVESTMENTS. 
Ex parte The Trustees of St. Bartholomew's Hospital, 7 W. R., 
V. C. K., 224. 
The 80th section of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act 
provides, that the company paying purchase money into court 
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shall pay the costs of one reinvestment only in lands; unless it 
shall appear to the Court that it is for the benefit of the parties 
interested in the said moneys, that the sums should be invested 
in the purchase of lands in different sums and at different 
times, in which case it shall be lawful for the Court, if it shall 
think fit, to order the costs of any such investment to be paid by 
the promoters of the undertaking. This discretion of the Court 
has been exercised on various occasions, and the present israther a 
remarkable instance. The London and North Western Com- 
pany took land belonging to St. Bartholomew's Hospital, and paid 
inasum of money which, with accumulations, amounted to £1152. 
Two reinvestments in land had already been made, one of 
£288, the other of £621; and the Hospital now asked for a 
third reinvestment of £90, leaving £53 still in court. The 
company remonstrated against paying the costs of this third 
reinvestment, having already paid costs to the amount of 
£174: The land proposed to be purchased consisted of a small 
strip of land abutting on one side on land belonging to the 
hospital, and on the other on land belonging to another charity, 
for which the trustees of the hospital were trustees. The Vice- 
Chancellor held that the purchase was clearly for the benefit of 
the hospital, and made the company pay the costs. (See 
“Seton on Decrees,” 2nd ed., 665.) 


~ 
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Notes on Recent Cases at Common La. 
(By James SrepHen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” §c., fc.) 








I. IN BANC. 
LANDLORD AND TENANT, Law oF. 
Lofft v. Dennis, 7 W. W., Q. B., 199.) 

It has long been established law, that a lessee who covenants 
generally to pay rent, is bound to pay, even though the house 
demised be burnt down. In the case of a term, till the end 
thereof (Monk v. Cooper, 2 Stra. 763); in the case of a tenancy, 
from year to year, till the expiration of a regular notice to quit 
(Baker v. Holtzappfel, 4 Taunt. 45). At one time the courts 
of equity so far relieved the tenant against this doctrine, which 
certainly seems a harsh one, as to restrain the landlord from, 
suing for rent till he rebuilt the premises (Brown v. Quilter, 
Amb. 619); but, in more modern times, it has been held, that 
in such cases the tenant has no equity (Leeds y. Cheetham, 
1 Sim. 146; Holtzappfel v. Baker, 18 Ves., jun., 115). Such being 
the state of the authorities, an attempt to overturn them was 
made in the present case. ‘The defendant was sued for the 
use and occupation of a farm-house, some of the buildings of 
which had been accidentally destroyed by fire’ He placed on 
the record an equitable plea, to the effect, that the landlord had 
insured the buildings in question (which were of a description 
much to enhance the value of the premises), and having reccived 
the sum insured, had not expended the same on the rebuilding 
of the premises. This plea was demurred to; and the Queen’s 
Bench, without calling on the plaintiff, gave judgment against 
the defendant—remarking, that the law of Scotland, as to this 
point, was different from that of England, in which it is no 
excuse for non-payment of rent that the landlord has insured 
and received the money, if he has entered into no covenant to 
lay it out on the premises. 

It may be observed that Lord St. Leonards is answerable for 
this bad plea. He says in his “ Handy Book ” (p. 101), that a 
landlord who, after letting his house, insures the same, and 
receives the money, cannot compel payment of the rent 
if he declines to lay out the money in rebuilding. This 
is clearly a mistaken proposition, and is a good example of 
the danger of over-generalisation. The above case may be 
noted in Woodfall’s “ Landlord and Tenant” (b. ii. c. 1, s. 7). 


Lire Insurance, Law orf. 
Jackson v. Forster, 7 W. R., Q. B., 202. 

The point decided by the Queen’s Bench in this case is an 
interesting one in the law of life insurance. It is an ordinary 
condition in a life policy, that the same shall be void if the 
life assured die by suicide; but on this condition there is not 
unfrequently engrafted an exception to the effect, that the 
policy shall nevertheless be valid to the extent of the interest 
bon& fide acquired therein by any third party, either by 
assignment or lien for a valuable consideration, or as security 
for money. The question in the present case was, whether an 
assignment by the operation of the bankruptcy law, ie. an 
assignment vesting the policy in the assignees of the estate of 
the assured—a bankrupt who had committed suicide—came 








within an exception of the above nature; whether, in of 
words, the assignment therein mentioned may be by act of 
law, or whether it must be an assignment by the act of party, 
The Court (though on the part of Crompton, J., with much 
hesitation) held that the policy was altogether void, and that 
no interest thereunder passed to the assignees in bankruptey, 
The legal effect of a policy which contained a somewhat simj. 
lar exception on the ordinary condition as to suicide, &c., has 
been carefully and very recently discussed in Moore v. Wi 
(4 Ell. & Bl. 243). The present case may also be noted i 
p. 411 of the sixth edition of “ Smith’s Mercantile Law.” 
PRACTICE AT JUDGES’ CHAMBERS—STRIKING OUT PLEag, 
Rossie v. Grant, 7 W. R., C. P., 203. 

Now that points of pleading are so generally decided a 
chambers, and so seldom reported to the profession, a cas 
throwing light upon the practice thereon is of much value. Some 
information may be gleaned from the present case, as to the 
manner in which the Court will review the decision of a single 
judge, on questions as to the propriety of the pleas on the record, 
To a declaration by aseaman against his captain for an assault, 
containing also an indebitatus count for wages, the defendant 
(among other pleas) pleaded to the last-mentioned count, a plea 
to the jurisdiction of the Court under the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1854 (ss.188, 189). This was struck out by Byles, J., as vexs- 
tious; but the Court, in banc, held that the defendant had 
right to put it on the record—running the risk of its being 
demurred to, and judgment thereon being ultimately given for 
the plaintiff; which would give him the substantial fruits of 
the action, as the defendant was under terms to plead issuably. 
And they did not hesitate to review the decision at chambers, in 
accordance with their usual practice in all cases where the 
single judge acts as the deputy of the court, and not in the exer- 
cise of an exclusive jurisdiction conferred on him by Act of 
Parliament. 


Il. RELATING TO MAGISTRATES. 
APPEAL FROM JusTICES’ DEcisiIons, Costs IN. 
Moor v. Smith, 7 W. R., Q. B., 206. 


This is an important case, laying down the practice as tothe 
Crown’s liability for, and right to have, costs in proceedings 
taken by way of appeal from the decisions of justices under 
the recent statute of 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43; by which Act any 
point of law arising on an information or complaint summarily 
determined before them, may be brought before one of the supe- 
rior courts in the form of a case for its opinion. In the present 
case the conviction was affirmed in the Queen’s Bench, and 
judgment on the case given for the respondent with costs. On 
an application to strike out so much of this judgment 
directed the payment of costs by the appellant, on the ground 
that the Crown was the real respondent, and could neither re- 
ceive nor pay costs, it was replied by the Court that though 
the Crown is not bound by a statute unless expressly named 
yet the 4th section of the Act in question, referring, as it did, to 
the Attorney-General, thereby bound the Crown. Hence, in 
these appeals, costs may be given either for or against the Crown, 
in the name of the appellant or respondent, as the case may be; 
and it would appear that in the case of judgment being given 
against the Crown, the practice would be to apply for payment 
to the Commissioners of the Treasury, to be enforced if neces 
sary by mandamus. See per Crompton, J.,in the recent case 
of The Queen v. Beadle (7 Ell. & Bl. 498), a decision distin- 
guishable from the present one as turning upon a statute by 
which the Crown was not bound. Consult also Oke’s “ Magis- 
terial Synopsis” (6th ed.), p. 210, where the present case should 
be noticed. 


III. COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
Dogs, OBTAINING BY Fase PrReTENCES—RaPE, CRIME OF. 
Reg. v. Robinson, 7 W. R. 203, Reg. v. Fletcher, id. 204. 

In the first of these cases the prisoner had been convicted on 
an indictment (under 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 29, s. 53), charging him 
with having obtained certain dogs by false pretences. The only 
way in which the offence committed could be brought within 
the above provision was by holding dogs to be “ chattels;” but 
in opposition to this, it was successfully argued that the “ chat- 
tels” intended by the Act were gach as might be the subject of 
larceny at common law; and that in all the books it is 
down, that dogs cannot be the subject of larceny at common 
law, though stealing them has recently (by 8 & 9 Vict. c. 47) 
been made a misdemeanour. The conviction was consequ 
quashed. 

In the other case, the prisoner had been convicted of having 
had carnal and forcible knowledge of a girl incapable of cal- 
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a 
sent, owing to a defect of understanding. This was held to 
amount to the crime of rape, chiefly on the authority of Patti- 
gm, J.’s, reading of the statute of Westminster 2, c. 34, which 
defines the offence to consist in ravishing a woman “ where she 
did not consent,” and not in ravishing her “ against her will.” 
See Reg. v. Ryan (2 Cox, C. C., 115), and Reg. v. Camplin 
(1 Den., C. C., 90). The particular point on which these cases 
does not appear to have been judicially discussed at the 
date of the third edition of Russell’s admirable “ Treatise on 
Crimes and Misdemeanours;” but they should be added to the 
decisions considered in book iii. c. 5, s. 1, of that work. 


= 
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Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Feb, 11. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

Lord CRANWoRTH moved for a return of the number o 
traders and non-traders who had taken the benefit of the Pro- 
tection Acts. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR postponed the second reading of his 
Bankruptcy Bill till Thursday next. 

TRIAL BY JURY. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE moved for the number of civil cases in 

which juries have been locked up to consider their verdict. 
Monday, Feb. 14. 
Law OF PROPERTY AND TRUSTEES RELIEF. 

This Bill was reported with amendments. 

Tuesday, Feb. 15. 

Lord Broveuam, in presenting a petition from certain in- 
habitants of the island of Jamaica respecting the Cuba slave- 
trade, spoke in terms of high praise of the Brazilian and Portu- 
foese Governments for their efforts in suppressing that traffic. 

le contrasted the conduct of these two countries with that of 
Spain, and strongly condemned the latter for her systematic 
violation of treaties and evasion of her just duties. 


Thursday, Feb. 17. 
Law oF Property AND TRUSTEES RELIEF. 
This Bill was read a third time; Lord St. LEonarps present- 
ing a petition from the Liverpool Law Society in its favour. 
Lord DerBy intimated some objection to the 25th clause. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 11. 
New MEMBER. 
Mr. Samuelson took the oaths and his seat for Banbury. 
Patent Law AMENDMENT ACT. 

Mr. T. DuncomBe asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether it was the intention of the Government to introduce 
any measure for the improvement of the working of the Patent 
Law Amendment Act (1832), or to reduce the stamp duties 
payable on letters patent for inventions, especially the £50 
gayable before the expiration of the third year, and the £100 
payable before the expiration of the seventh year of the patent 
tight, which falls due next autumn. 

Sir S. Nortucore said, that no alteration was intended 
further than an alteration in the site of the Patent Office. The 
hardship of paying £50 or £100 for a patent was real while it 
was necessary that it should be paid in the first instance. Now, 
that time was allowed for ascertaining whether the invention 
would be remunerative, he should not feel disposed to remit 
che payment. 

Tue New Posr Orrice REGULATION. 

Mr. Ricu called attention to the inconvenience and hardship 
produced by the new rule of the Post Office, as to returning 
unpaid letters to the writers. 

TRANSFER OF LAND AND REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 
_ The Soriciror-GENERAL brought in two Bills on this sub- 
ject. After adverting to the history of the law of real pro- 
perty, and the attempts which had been made in former 
times to simplify its transfer, quoting a remark of Sir 
Matthew Hale, that he would be ready to give one more 
year's purchase could he be sure thereby to have a good 
title; and, after alluding to the Lords’ Committee in 
1846, he proceeded to answer the question, What were the evils 
complained of ? They were twofold. ‘The first evil was the 
length of time that must elapse between the making of the 

















bargain and the completion of the purchase. If one bought 
stock or railway shares, the purchase might be completed and 
the money paid in a few hours; but, perhaps, a more extra- 
ordinary instance of the facility of transfer of various kinds of 
property was the case of ships, Even the largest ships, such 
as the Himalaya, or the Great Eastern itself, might be trans- 
ferred, the contract made and the sale completed in five minutes, 
and at an expense of Jess than 5s. The mode in which a 
transfer of shipping property was effected was by a simple 
document in a common form, and a simple entry in the registry 
of shipping. Now, compare that with the case of landed pro- 
perty. You bought an estate at an auction, or you entered 
into a contract for the purchase of an estate, You were very 
anxious to get possession of property you had bought, and the 
vendor was very anxious to receive the money for which he had 
sold it. But could you get possession of it at once? On the 
contrary, there began a business which would occupy a con- 
siderable portion of one man’s life—the preparation of abstracts, 
the comparison of deeds, the search for encumbrances, the ob- 
Jections raised to the title, the answers made to those objections, 
the disputes which would arise, and replies to them, and the 
endeavours made to cure defects; so that months and months, 
or, as many lawyers were aware, years and years might pass by 
in a history of this kind; and he should say it was an un- 
common thing, in this country, for any purchase of any magni- 
tude to be completed by possession and pryment of the price, 
at all events, within a period of less than twelve months. 
Unquestionably this delay was a very great evil, but it was not 
the greatest evil. He could well imagine that the purchaser of 
an estate might be inclined to submit to delay, and to some 
considerable expense, if he were assured that at all events he 
would have a title about which for the future there would be 
no difficulty. Unfortunately, this was not the case. You bought 
an estate one day; then you spent a year—two or three years 
—in ascertaining whether the title was good; at last you were 
satisfied; you paid the very considerable expense incurred in 
the process, and you obtained a conveyance of the estate. But 
suppose a year only or so afterwards you desired to raise money 
by mortgage on that estate, you found some one who would 
lend you the money upon it; but he said, “I cannot be bound 
by vour investigation of the title, nor can I be satisfied with it;” 
perhaps he was a trustee, lending money which he held in trust, 
and he would be the more particular about it; he said, there- 
fore, “ My solicitor must examine the title, and my counsel 
must advise me upon it.” Then began between you and the 
solicitors on both sides a repetition of the same process, the 
same delays, the same investigations of title, and the same costs 
and expenses that occurred when you bought the estate. For . 
all that of course you, the owzer of the estate and the bor- 
rower of the money, must pay. But that was notall. Months 
or years might pass by, and then suppose you were compelled 
by circumstances to sell your estate, and found a person willi 

to purchase it; then thesame process must be gone through again. 
These were the saliont evils in the present system of. landed 
property; and how was it possible to remedy these evils? A 
precedent for the course to be adopted was found in the In- 
cumbered Estates Court in Ireland. That court was originally 
established with two principal objects, which were quite distinct 
from each other. The first was to afford the means of enforcing 
a compulsory sale of encumbered estates, and the second object 
was, by a sale of that description, to confer on the purchaser a 
Parliamentary title. ‘The result of the court was unquestion- 
ably successful. The value of estates sold in it rose; and 
finally it was decided by Parliament, and wisely so decided, to 
extend that system to unencumbered estates also, because it 
was found that, for the sake of getting a Parliamentary title, 
owners would put on fictitious encumbrances to bring their 
estates into the court. Then a further question arose, whether, 
having given power to that Court to sell, with a Parliamentary 
title, estates encumbered or unencumbered, it would not be 
desirable to allow the Court to give an indefeasible title to any 
owner who might not want to sell, but might be ready to prove 
the validity of his title. The reasons for adopting this course 
seemed irresistible, and the result was, that the House during 
the last session had armed the Incumbered Estates Court 
with power to give an undefeasible title upon all sales, to any 
owner who could prove his right of possession. No 
doubted that the system was advantageous to the public. But 
beyond that it was necessary to inquire whether any danger 
had occurred to individuals. A commission was appointed in 
1855 to inquire into the working of the Incumbered Estates 
Court. A full inquiry took place, and the result was this —It 
was found that sales had taken place to the extent of 
£20,000,000 in money—that the conveyances executed by the 
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Court had exceeded 7000 in number, and if the number that 
had since been executed were added, the total number would be 
8500. The acreage that had passed through the court was in 
round numbers 3,500,000, about one-seventh of the acreage of 
the whole country. Mr. Hargreave, one of the commissioners, 
stated that he had heard of only two cases in which any wrong 
had been done in the investigation of the title and the sale of 
land. But both these cases had been discovered before the 
completion of the sale, and neither was of any importance. 
The fact that there had been so much safety in these transactions 
might be attributed to three considerations—first, that the in- 
variable question of the commissioners had been personally, and 
on their own responsibility, to examine the title in every case; 
secondly, the power which the Court possessed of requiring 
evidence to be brought before it, so that any appearance 
of doubt or obscurity might be removed; and thirdly, 
that it was the practice of the Court to issue advertisements 
and serve notices, and give every publicity to its proceedings. 
Now, he would ask, was there any reason why a system which 
had worked so well in Ireland should not be equally applicable 
to England? The only reason he had heard assigned for the 
difference was this:—It was said that in Ireland there was a 
registry of deeds, which gave greater security for the state of 
every title; that there was an Ordnance survey of six inches 
to the mile; and that there was a uniform valuation for the 
whole country. Against these reasons he would set the advan- 
tages which existed in this country. We had a better system 
of conveyancing; we had our titles in better order. The result 
of the argument appeared to him to show, that we ought not to 
hesitate to apply to this country one part of the system intro- 
duced by the Incumbered Estates Court — that patt which 
authorised the Court to confer an indefeasible title. The other 
part of the system he should be sorry to introduce, because in 
this country there was no occasion to force the sale of incum- 
bered estates, the usual course of law being sufficient to answer 
every purpose. He would now give to the House an outline of 
the scheme which was embodied in the first Bill. He pro- 
posed that any owner in fee simple of thd land, or any 
person who had the power of disposing of the fee simple of 
the land, and who had been in possession by himself or his 
predecessors for five years, or in the receipt of rents, 
might apply to the Court, which he would presently de- 
seribe, for a declaration affirming his title to that land. It 
would be necessary for him to supply the Court with abstracts 
of title and a description of the land; and it would be the duty 
of the Court to see that two things concurred—first, that there 
was on the document a prim facie title on the part of the ap- 
plicant; and, secondly, that he was willing to give a pledge to 
make good any costs that might be incurred in the further in- 
vestigation of title. The Court would then proceed, by adver- 
tisements in the newspapers, and by notices, to make it public 
that an application had been made for a declaration of title. 
It would be competent for the applicant to say that he did not 
claim a clear title, and that it was subject to certain incum- 
brances, and in that case it would be the duty of the Court to 
declare that fact. It would be necessary for the applicant truly 
to state any incumbrance, because it would then be stated in 
the advertisement, and then there would be no person to object 
to the declaration. On the other hand, if the incumbrance was 
not stated, the person holding it would be able to come before 
the Court. The same course would be taken in the case of 
there being more than one owner of the estate. He had fixed 
on two periods, at the end of the first of which the Court might 
make a provisional declaration of title, and at the end 
of the second it would be absolute. He proposed to fix 
twelve months for the first period, and three for the second. 
There were certain charges to which every title was subject, 
such as easements, and matters of that kind. It was not pro- 
posed to interfere with such things in the declaration 
of title. ‘The same remark would apply to leases, and the 
declaration would be made subject to such leases. The 
effect of the declaration, when made, would be this:—It 
would be efficacious in substance for the purpose of a change 
of ownership. He did not propose that the declaration of 
title should be indefeasible so long as it was merely held by 
the persons obtaining it, but that it should serve the purpose 
of alienation for a valuable consideration. He proposed that 
an office copy of the declaration should be given by the Court, 
which would be a certificate of title to the owner. The same 
process would be pursued in the case of sale. The vendor 
and the purchaser would apply to the Court, and a convey- 
ance would be made to the purchaser. With regard to any 
doubtful claim, he proposed that if it should be in its nature 
reducible to a simple money claim, the Court should have the 





power to require the sum to be set apart to meet that claim 





case it should arise. He proposed further that eprent of giving 


a title should apply to sales under the Settled Estates Act an 
under the Court of Chancery, in each case the Court ha 
the power of investigating the title. In addition to 


provisions, he proposed a safeguard and check which had not 
been thought necessary in Ireland, but which was so simple 


and easy that it ought to be adopted—namely, that if there 
should be any claim to any estate unascertained or of a re. 
mote description that might be overlooked on the declaration 
of title, power should be given to the person who conceived 
that he had a claim to lodge with the Court a caution or 
caveat, the result of which would be, that if an application 
should be made for declaration of title the person lodging the 
caveat should be entitled to notice. Having stated the 
course to be pursued by the Court, he would now lay before 
the House his proposition with reference to the Court itself, 
After the most mature consideration, he had come to the con- 
clusion that the nature of the responsibility was such that it 
could not be conveniently handed over to any of the existi 
Courts, because all the Courts had as much business as they 

get through, and also because the business to be transacted dif. 


fered from the business transacted by these Courts as much ag’ 


one business could differ from another. The business to be 
done would resemble that performed in a conveyancer’s. cham. 
bers. It would consist of investigations of title, the reading of 
abstracts, the attempt to discover whether all that was material 


had been brought before them, and whether on these materials 


the title could safely pass. He proposed to appoint a chief and 
a secondary judge, and that the qualification for both these 
judges should be this—that they should have practised as con- 
veyanvers for ten years, or have filled fora certain number of 
years the position of judge in the Landed Estates Court of Ire- 
land. The salary of the chief judge would be £3000, and 


that of the second judge £2500. He proposed that there. 


should be a secretary and chief clerk to each judge, and that 
the Court, with the concurrence of the Lord Chancellor, 
should have the power of making rules and regulations. In case 
of questions of law or practice arising, the Court would have 
the power to submit such question to another Court. They 
proposed that those who made their title good should have a 
declaration of it But that was not the whole. There were 
many titles which were substantially good, but were open to 
certain technical objections, which were generally 

against by conditions of sales, and which, in strictness, were of 
a nature that prevented any one saying that they were abso- 
lutely good. But it was very rarely the case that these techni- 
cal objections could not, by a little trouble and expense, be 
perfectly cured. The course that he proposed was, that all who 
had a good title should get a declaration; that those whose title 
was good, subject to technical objections, should also come in and 
get their declaration; and then they all knew there must 
sooner or later, with regard to other titles, a time when they “a 
be cured of their defects by long possession, if by nothing else, and 
they also in their turn woald receive the benefit of the declara- 
tion. The question that next arose was this: What would they do 
with their title when they had secured it? Would they allow 
it to be clouded over again, or could they devise a simple 
easy mode of transfer by means of a register—a register upon 
which they could put the name of the owner of the estate, and 
from time to time have on that register the name of some 
person who would at all times have power to transfer the title 
of the estate, subject of course to the claims of those parties who 
might have a right and priority of transfer, He then referred 
to the report of the Commissioners in 1856, among whom were 
the Speaker, Mr. Walpole, Sir Alexander Cockburn, Mr. Head- 
lam, Mr. Lowe, Mr. Napier, Mr. Vincent Scully, and Mr. Cook- 
son. He had adopted, to a considerable extent, the report of 
the Commissioners; he proposed to confine the plan as to the 
registration of title to those cases in which a declaration of title 
had been made. A registry of title was quite different 
from a registry of deeds, to which he was entirely opposed. 
He proposed that when a man had once got into a condition 
receiving a declaration of title, to give a. power to the person 
having that declaration, to put his name on the register, and 
once on the register, that was to be conclusive, subject ot 
to caveats. The same thing, of course, would take place wit 
regard to subdivisions of the estate* There would then be an 
owner for each subdivision. With regard to leases, he did not 
propose in any way to affect twenty-one years’ leases. When 
a tenant was in possession, it would go on just as at 

With regard to leases longer than for twenty-one years, he pro- 
posed the holder of such lcase should have a right to pat on thé 
register what would be called a leasehold notice, aad thea before 
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with the estate could take place they would have 
qe t lease. Then with regard to mortgages, which 
so did not involve the transfer of the estate. Many people 
wwrrowing and lending did not care a straw if the transaction 
were proclaimed at Charing-cross, but many wished to keep it 
woret. ‘They proposed to deal with both cases; to have a 
power of ‘registering mortgages, just as they registered mort- 
gages for ships. They would pass by transfer on the register 
fom one man to another; they would appear on the register, 
and be in themselves a sort of estate. That would meet the 
cages as to which there was no desire for secrecy. But they 
that mortgages might go on unregistered, and 

that any person who had a mortgage of this kind might 
t himself by a mortgagee’s caveat, which would reveal 
nothing, but simply be a caveat on the register, which would 
entitle him to notice before any person could sell the land. 
With regard to dealings with estates by transfer, any person 
would have nothing to do but to say, “I will give you so much 
money for the estate if you show me your name on the register, 
and there is no caveat; or if there be you have only to settle 
with them, and here is your money.” With regard to settle- 
ments, when it was desirable to settle an estate the course 
would be simply to transfer to the trustees under the settle- 
ment; and he proposed adopting a valuable suggestion in the 
report of the commission, that those trustees should be tenants 
in common, and not joint tenants—that was, there should be 
no survivorship between them, but the moment one died the 
other had, from that very circumstance, an incapacity to deal 
with the land till another was appointed in his place. As to 
caveats, he proposed that they should be of two kinds, caveats 
proper, and another form of them, termed inhibitions. With 
regard to caveats, any person who thouglit he had a right to an 
estate-on the register might put ina caveat, the effect of which 
would be, that no dealings would take place for a certain number 
ofdays after notice was given to him, just as in the case of 
stock, and if the owner could give proper security for the 
whole value of the estate he might, after a certain number of 
days, transfer the estate. And soalso the Court might, if it 
thought proper, put in an inhibition, which would be of a 
more permanent character. These inhibitions would be put in 
in the case of settlements in which there was to be no sale— 
say until a person had arrived at the age of 21. The register 
would be metropolitan, both for convenience of access, and to 
save expense. With regard to the registry, it was proposed 
that that also should be made in some measure self-sup- 
porting; that a small fee should becharged, those fees to be 
regulated by the Bill. But, inasmuch as the registry was to 
be limited to those estates to which there was a good title, and 
inasmuch as he had said a period of fifteen months would 
elapse before there could be a declaration of title, he proposed 
that the commencement of the court should be fixed by Order 
in Council, and when other parts of the measure had made 


Sir Ricuarp Beruet. and Mr. Lows expressed strong 
approval of the Bill. 
Mr. Manage and Mr. Ayrton suggested doubts as to several 


of its provisions. 
Monday, Feb. 14. 


Jornt Stock Bayks. 

Mr. Cox gave notice that on the 22nd inst. he should move 
for leave to bring in a Bill to compel joint stock banks, which 
were liable to register under the Limited Liability Act, to do 
8 before the 1st of December next. 

Tae Rerorm Bri. 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER gave notice that on 
Monday, the 28th inst., he shall introduce a Bill to amend the 
law relating to the representation of the people in England and 

and to facilitate the registration and voting of electors. 


Unpaip Lerrers. 
Mr. Ricy gave notice that on the 22nd inst. he should sub- 
& motion with a view to take the sense of the House on the 
order of the Postmaster-General as to unpaid letters. 


Tue New Master in Lunacy. 

Mr. Cuive called attention to the appointment of Mr. W. F. 
@ son-in-law of the Lord Chancellor, to the judicial 
Master in Lunacy; Mr. Higgins having only nominally 

been called to the bar, and having been a clerk iv the Colunial 
till a few months since, 
CHANCELLOR of the Exoneqoer objected that no 
notice had been given of Mr. Clive's observations, but promised 
‘omake inquiry on the sudject. 





HicgHways anpD Roaps. 


The Highways Bill was read a second time, on the motion of 
Mr. Harpy, who stated that its object was to reduce expense, 
which had increased a million within twenty years, ‘The Bill 
would unite different parishes into districts; and, instead of 
upwards of 17,000 persons being employed as surveyors, the 
number would be reduced to 400. The Bill proposed to make 
compulsory the system of union that was now voluntary. 

Tuesday, Feb. 15. 
YORKSHIRE ASSIZES. 

Mr. CHARLESWORTH asked the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department if it was the intention of the Government 
to advise her Majesty to remove the assizes for that riding from 
York to Wakefield. 

Mr. WALPOLE admitted that the question was of immense 
importance to the West Riding of Yorkshire; before any de- 
termination was come to, the claims of the different towns 
must be considered, but- he was not prepared to say that any 
decision had been made on the snbject. 


Law oF Lunacy. 


Mr. Tire moved for a select committee to inquire into the 
laws relating to the care and treatment of lunatics, especially 
those so found by inquisition. ‘This question was one of great 
social importance, there being no fewer than 23,000 lunatics 
in England alone, of whom 17,572 were paupers. ‘There were 
three distinct jurisdictions with regard to lunatics, applicable 
respectively to lunatics under the Court of Chancery, to 
lunatics confined in public and private asylums, and to criminal 
lunatics. Numerous Acts had been passed on this subject 
since 1828. In 1853 Lord St. Leonards’ Act referring to 
lunatics under the Court of Chancery was adopted, and its 
operation had proved exceedingly inconvenient and oppressive. 
‘Lhe Court of Chancery had about 600 lunatics under its care, 
and the amount of property under the commissioners was up- 
wards of £200,000. What was wanted was a consolidation of 
the law as well as of the functions of the different boards 
which had jurisdiction over this unfortunate class of persons. 

Mr. WALPOLE acceded to the motion, and would refer to the 
committee two Bills which he was about to introduce, one re- 
lating to county asylums, the other to private houses. With 
regard to the latter, there were four things to be provided for— 
1. ‘That the original confinement should be proper. 2. That 
the house should be suitable. 3. ‘That every patient should be 
discharged as soon as recovered. 4. That the treatment should 
be as good as possible. ‘These objects were aimed at by the 
measures he had prepared; and the Solicitor-General would 
also refer to the committee a Bill regarding persons found 
lunatic under inquisition. 


BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

Lord Jonn RusseExt, in moving to introduce his Bill on 
this subject, explained that he had presided at Birmingham in 
1857, on the jurisprudence department of the National Asso- 
ciation, and had then recommended the representatives of the 
Chambers of Commerce and Trade Protection Societies to confer 
together in order to harmonise their views. ‘That suggestion 
had been adopted, and a Bill carrying out the opinions of these 
bodies was prepared, and submitted by him to the House last 
year. His Lordship then adverted to the relations of traders to 
their creditors, the origin of the bankruptcy law, the proceed- 
ings under the old system, the changes introduced by Lord 
Brougham, and the institution of the Court of Bankruptey. 
He next considered the general complaints made of the present 
system. ‘The first complaint was the very great expense of the 
court, thirty per cent. or more of the assets being consumed in 
the proceedings. Mr. Edwards, official assignee, stated that, in 
assets of £23,029, the court fees were 9 per cent.;.the brokers’ 
and auctioneers’ charge, 5} per cent.; the messengérs’, 5j per 
cent.; the oflicial assignee’s, 5§ per cent.; and the solicitor’s, 
16} per cent.; making, on the whole, 48 per cent. The same 
assignee gave the amount divided for six years, and the per- 
centage was 333. Now in Scotland it was done satisfactorily 
for 12 percent. He proposed te correct this evil by doing away 
with the necessity of resorting to the official assignee, by abolish= 
ing the messenger, broker, and other officers, and by placing 
the compensations and salaries, now charged in the fees of court, 
upon the Consolidated Fund. He proposed to abolish the dis- 
tinction between traders and non-traders, which had no real 
foundation, while it gave rise‘to diflicult discussions, and to 
make the law applicable to bankrupts and insolvents alike. A 
single court would introduce much greater economy aud more 
uuttormity of proceeding. He proposed, likewise, that a na- 
jority in number, and four-fifths in value, of the creditors should 
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have the option of carrying the case before acounty court. An- 
other evil of the existing system was, the want of power to make 
voluntary settlements. Such settlements, it was true, were 
now much resorted to, but they had no sufficient authority or 
sanction, and he proposed that when a majority of the creditors 
in number, their debts being four-fifths in value, agreed to a 
private arrangement, it should be binding on the minority, 
and be enforceable by summary application, provided it were 
registered in the court. Another complaint was the un- 
certainty of the punishment for fraud, and for this the Bill 
provided a remedy. It also abolished the different classes and 
grades of certificates. ‘The Bill was intended not only to 
amend, but to consolidate the law of bankruptcy—a matter of 
deep and vital importance. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, on the part of the Government, 
did not oppose the introduction of the Bill.. He doubted the 
policy of allowing the creditors to elect an assignee of their 
own, instead of the official assignees, who were responsible 
officers appointed by the Court. He approved the abolition of 
the distinction between traders and non-traders; but he ques- 
tioned the expediency of conferring upon the county courts a 
co-ordinate jurisdiction with the Bankruptcy Court. He was 
in favour of a system of liquidation entirely apart from the 
Court, and he thought the provisions of Lord J. Russell’s Bill 
on that point entirely inadequate. With reference to the con- 
solidation of the law of bankruptcy, he stated that the Govern- 
ment had under consideration a general scheme of consolidation 
of the laws, and he thought that any attempt to consolidate 
the law of bankruptcy should therefore be deferred. 

Mr. HEapLam thought the Bill would be productive of great 
good, in consolidating the law, diminishing the expense, giving 
creditors greater control over the estate, and enabling the 
county courts toexercise a concurrent jurisdiction. In reforming 
the procedure of the Court of Chancery, great benefit had been 
devived from the assistance of Sir James Graham and Mr. 
Henley, and the help of Lord John Russell would be equally 
valuable in iegislating on this subject. 

Mr. Morratt said, that all reforms in the law of Bank- 
ruptcy had been a failure, and creditors would not go to the 
court. He wished to see a more summary process adopted in 
seizing the property of debtors, and making them available for 
the creditors. 

Wednesday, Feb. 16, 
Marriace Law AMENDMENT. 


Viscount Bury moved the second reading of this Bill. 

Mr. Beresrorp Hors, Mr. Drummonp, Mr. WALPOLE, 
and Mr. WALTER, opposed. Mr. Akroyp, General THomp- 
son, Sir G. C. Lewis, and Lord Jonny Russet (with reluc- 
taucy) supported. 

The second reading was carried by 135 to 77. 


New MEMBER. 

During the debate, Baron M.de RoTHSCHILD was introduced 
for Hythe by Lord Jonw Russert and Mr. J. A. Smitu, and 
having expressed his conscientious objection to take the oath 
in its usual form, was requested to withdraw. Mr. J. A. SmiTH 
then moved a formal resolution recording the fact. Mr. New- 
DEGATE inquired whether such a resolution as was pro 
would bind the House for the session only or for the whole 
Parliament, or until rescinded. ‘The SPEAKER decided that a 
resolution of the House expires with the session, and has no 
force after prorogation or dissolution. ‘The motion having been 
agreed to, another was passed, enabling a person of the Jewish 
creed to take the oath with the omission of the words “ on the 
true fuith of a Christian” ‘The Baron then re-entered the 
House, and took the oath and his seat. 


Thursday, Feb. 17. 
New MemBers. 
Mr. Alderman Salomons and Mr. Lever took the oaths and 
their seats for Greenwich and Galway. 
A New Writ 


Was ordered for Marylebone in the room of Viscount Ebring- 
ton, resigned. 
THe OaTus. 


Mr. Duncomse gave notice that on March 3rd he should 
move that the resolution, twice carried, to enable Jewish mem- 
—_ to omit certain words from the oaths, be made a standing 
order. 


Reav Estate Inresracy. 
Mr. Locke Kine brought in a Bill to alter the law relating 
to real estate in cases of intestacy. He proposes to assimilate 
real and personal property on this head. 





The SoxiciToR-GENERAL did not oppose the in 


MELLOR and Mr. HApDFIELE supported the measure. 
RESTRICTIONS ON THE PRESS. be 
Mr. ArRTOoN introduced a Bill to repeal certain obsoly 
Acts, which were aimed at the liberty of the periodical preg, 
Juries (IRELAND). 
Mr. Joun FitzGera.p brought in a Bill to amend and om, 
solidate the law relating to juries in Ireland. 
MareiaGe Law AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


i 





A BILL TO SIMPLIFY THE TITLE TO LANDED 
ESTATES.* 
[Solicitor-General.] 


WHEREAS it is expedient to simplify the title to lande 
estates: Be it enacted— 
1. [Short title. “ The Landed Estates Act, 1859.”] 
PART I. 
Declaration of Title. 


2. Every person entitled for his own benefit to an estate in fee simplein 
land, or having the power of absolutely disposing for his own benefit of a 
estate in fee simple in land, may apply to the Landed Estates Court her. 
inafter constituted, and hereinafter referred to as “ the Court,” for a decls 
ration that he has established his title to such land. 


3. The application shall be made in such form as the Court directs, ani 
shall be accompanied by an abstract of the title of he epee, and such 
other evidence as the Court requires; but the Court s! not entertain the 
application unless it is satisfied by inquiries on the spot, or by other suii- 
cient evidence, that the applicant or his predecessors in title has or hay 
been in possession or receipt of the profits of the land for a period of at 
less than jive years immediately prior to the date of the application. 


4. es to be given by Court, on prima facie evidence, by advertin- 
ment. 


5. The notice so given shall point out the title which the aj 
claims to have in the land, and the effect of the Court declaring such title 
to be established. It shall call the attention of all parties interested in 

the land to the subject matter of the application pending before the Court, 
and shall invite incumbrancers and other persons having any interest in 
the land, capable of being affected by the declaration of the Court, to 
come before the Court and establish their rights, with a view of 

the same reserved, or of proving that the applicant is not entitled to 
declaration of title as aforesaid. 

6. [The Court may require the applicant to give security for costs.] 

7. The Court may entertain an application for the establishment of 
to land where the applicant admits that the land in respect of which 
applies is subject to any specified incumbrance, and the Court shall modify 
accordingly any notices given stating the existence of such incumbrances 
and the intention of the Court to reserve the rights of the incumbrancer, 

8. The following charges and interests shall not be deemed incumbrances 
within the meaning of this Act; that is to say, 

1, Tithe rent charges and quit-rents; 

2. Rights of common, rights of way, watercourses and rights of water, 
and other easements ; 

3. Rights of fishing and sporting, ‘heriots, manorial rights of all de 
scriptions, and franchises ; 

4. Leases or agreements for leases for any term not exceeding twenty- 
one years or for any less estate, in cases where there is an occupa 
tion under such lease or agreement ; 

and all land shall, unless the contrary is expressed in the declaration of 
title made by the Court, be deemed to be subject to such of the above 
charges and interests as may be for the time being subsisting thereon. 

9, The Court, if it entertuins the application, shal) proceed to examine 
the title of the applicant to the lands in question, and by means of local 
agents, or in such other way as the Court thinks fit, to make inquiry 00 
the one as to the rights of tenants, occupiers, and others. The Comms 
satisfied with the title shown to such land, or to any part thereof, and 
the result of the inquiries made, shall make a provisional declaration 
the applicant has established his title to the whole or any part of the land, 
for the purpose of any disposition made in favour of a purchaser for valu- 
ble consideration, subject or not, as the case may require, to the incum- 
brances specified in the declaration, and subject in all cases to such changes 
and interests as may be subsisting thereon and are herein-before declared 
not to be incumbrances. 

_10. [Power to Court to annex conditions to a provisional declaration.) 

11. [Upon such provisional declaration being made, the Court shall 
notice, by advertisement, and by posting on the lands, or otherwise, 
ing out in such notice the intention of the Court to confirm the Paras 
declaration at a time not earlier than twelve months from the of the 
notice, and at a place named in the notice, unless cause is first shown t 
the contrary, and stating the time and manner at and in which 
parties may be heard to show cause against the declaration, a 
explanation, so far as is possible, of the effect of spch declaration, is coD- 
firmed_} 


12. (Court to hear persons opposing py their counsel or agents.) 

13. The Court after hearing any parties against the provisional declart 
tion may annul or confirm the same, with or without modifications oF 
additions ; if confirmed, the declaration of the Court shall be deemed final, 
unless an appeal is lodged within three months. 

14. Whenever the Court has made a declaration that any person therein 
mentioned. has established his title to the lands specified in the declar- 
tion, and such declaration has been duly confirmed by the Court, or by the 








* Those clauses only between brackets have been condensed for want-of 
space. 
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t of » every purch for valuable consideration of the lands 

med in such declaration, or of any part thereof, or of any interest in 

ands, shall be deemed to hold the same for an estate in fee simple, or 

for such less estate as may be conveyed to him, with the reservations and 

to the incumbrances, if any, appearing in the declaration, or created 

the date of the declaration, subject also, except in so far as the 

contrary is ex, in the declaration, to such charges and interests, if 

any, as are herein-before declared not to be incumbrances, but free from 
all other estates, incumbrances, and interests whatsoever. 

15. Any two or more persons entitled for their own benefit concurrently 
of mecessively, or partly in one mode and partly in another, to such estates 
of interest in land as together make up the fee simple, may, if each of such 
persons has @ power of disposition over his estate or interest, apply to the 
Court to have their title established in the same manner and with the same 
incidents in and with which it is herein-before declared that any individual 
owner may have his title established. 

16, Any trustee of land with power to sell, and any donee of a power of 
selling land, may, with a view to a sale, apply to the Court for a declara- 

his title to sell; and all costs, charges, and expenses in- 
curred by such trustee or donee in or about such application shall, unless 
the Court otherwise orders, be deemed to be costs, charges, and expenses 
incurred by him in the execution of his trust or in pursuance of his power ; 
and when a final declaration has been made establishing the title of such 
trustee or donee to sell, any purchaser for valuable consideration of the 
lands mentioned in such declaration, or of any part thereof, or of any in- 
terest in such lands, shall be deemed to hold the same for the same estate 
and with the same incidents as if he had purchased the same of a person 
entitled for his own benefit to an estate in fee simple in land who had 
obtained a declaration establishing his title to such land, 


Conveyance of Land by Court. 


17. Where a contract is made for the sale of the fee simple in land the 
Court may, upon such application being made as is herein-after mentioned, 
confer on the intended purchaser an indefeasible title, by the execution of 
sueh conveyance as is herein-after mentioned. 

18. The application may be made by both or one of the parties to the 
contract, subject to the restrictions, that no such application shall be made 

the vendor alone without the consent of the intended purchaser, and 

no such application shall be made by the intended purchaser alone 
without the consent of the vendor, unless the purchaser gives security to 
the satisfaction of the Court for the payment to the vendor of all such 
costs, charges, or expenses as he may sustain by reason of the 
application of such purchaser to the Court, beyond the costs, charges, and 
expenses the vendor would have sustained if no application had been made 
by the intended purchaser to the Court. 

19. [Former provisions with respect to notices, &c., to apply to cases 
where the Court conveys for a purchaser] 

20. The Court, if it entertains the application, shall proceed to examine 
the title of the vendor to the land, and by means of local agents, or in such 
other way as the Court thinks fit, to make inquiry on the spot as to the 
= of tenants, occupiers, and others. The Court, if satisfied with the 

shown to such land or any part thereof, and with the result of the 
inquiries made, shall execute provisionally a conveyance of such land or 
part to the purchaser, or to such person as he directs, subject or not, as 
the case ey A uire, to the incumbrances specified in such conveyance, 
and subject ‘all cases to such charges andinterests as may be subsisting 
thereon, and are herein-before declared not to be incumbrances. 

21 The Court may annex conditions to a provisional conveyance, by 
tequiring any parties interested in obtaining the same to give any indem- 
nity, obtain any consents, or otherwise act as the Court directs. The 
Court may also reserve, in the conveyance made by it, the rights of any 
persons or classes of persons. 

22. [The Courts to advertise provisional conveyance. ] 


28. (Court to hear persons opposing.) 

2%. [Confirmation by Court of provisional order to be final; unless an 
appeal is lodged within ¢hree months). 

%. oe made by the Court, when duly confirmed by the 
Court or by the of A , shall confer on the person to whom the 
land is conveyed an indefeasible, estate in fee simple, with the reservations 
and subject to the incumbrances, if any, appearing on the conveyance, and 
subject also to such charges and interests, if any, as are hereinbefore de- 
clared not to be incumbrances, and are not excluded by express words, but 
free from all other estates, incumbrances, and interests whatsoever. 

26. The Court shall not te any convey to @ purchaser, unless 
the vendor concurs therein or consents thereto, or due proof is given to 
the Court of the payment or satisfaction ot the purchase monies or other 
consideration for the purchase. 

‘21. Any conveyance by the Court shall bear the same stamp as if it were a 
conveyance by an ordinary vendor. 

Exercise of Powers under the Settled Estates Act. 

28, The Court may exercise all powers of selling land vested in the Court 
of Chancery in by an Act passed in the 20th Vict. c. 120, inti- 
tuled “An Act to facilitate and Sales of Settled Estates,” or by any 
Act 3 y application in respect of the sale of land 
authorised to be made to the Court of Chancery in England by the said 
Acts or either of them may be made to the Court; and all provisions in 
the said Acts contained relating to the pnt ng othe Bn og 

therefrom, or containing an: rs tos or monies, 
on apy to the Court, with the plowing modifications, that the Court 
a 

a 





arising 
may mal such investigation of title as it thinks fit, instead of 
directing ma of the said Acts, execute 


Power of Court in Sales by Court of Chancery. 

99. Where any sale of the fee simple of land is about to be made under 
the order of the Court of , the Court of Chancery may, on the 
mee any parties interested in snch sale, remit the case to the 

effect such portion 


exam. ne 
of the case and to the eter made te tha Court of Chancery, execute a 





conveyance to the purchaser, and any such conveyance shall have the same 
effect as if it had been made on an application to the Court under this Act. 


General Provisions. 


30. Where, in any proceeding with respect to land under this Act, it ap- 
pears to the Court that the land is subject to any uncertain and dou 

claims, or to any uncertain or doubtful incumbrances capable of being 
compensated by money, and not involving any right to possess the land it- 


self, the Court may, upon such amount of money paid into the Bank 
of England to an account directed by the Court as in the opinion of 
the Court be sufficient compensation for such claims or incumbrances, and 


for all costs, charges, and expenses, that may be incurred by the claimants 

or incumbrancers in récovering the monies due to them, the title 

to any land to be established, without reference to such clains or incum- 

= or make a statutory conveyance to a purchaser without reference 
ereto. 

31. The Court shall determine the rights and priorities of the several 
persons entitled to or interested in any monies paid into the Bank of Eng- 
land under this Act, and shall distribute the monies among such persons 
in accordance with such rights and priorities, rendering the surplus, if 
any, to the parties who paid the same into Court, their executors, admi- 
nistrators, or assigns. 

32. In_cases where any money paid into the Bank of England in - 
suance of this Act is not immediately distributable, or the 
theretocannot be ascertained, or where from any other cause the Court thinks 
it expedient for the protection of the rights of the parties interested therein, it 
may order such money to be transferred to the Accountant-General of the 
High Court of Chancery in the matter of the parties in the 
same, to be described in such manner as the Court directs, in trust to 
attend the orders of the Court of Chancery, and the Landed Estates Court 
may by its order declare the trusts such money so far as it has 
ascertained the same, or state the facts or matters found by it in relation 
to the rights and interests therein, and the Court of may make 
such orders with respect to any such monies, and the investment or appli- 
cation thereof, or the payment thereof out of court, as the 
of the case require. 

33. All costs, charges, and expenses incurred by any parties in or abou 
any proceedings under this Act shall be taxed as between solicitor and 
client, but the payment thereof shall be in the discretion of the Court, 
regard being had by the Court to the fact that any applicant under this 
Act is liabie prima facie to pay all costs, charges, and expenses incurred by 
or in consequence of his application, except in a case where parties 
whose rights are sufficiently secured without their L Segeeentrte or 
any costs, charges, or expenses are incurred unnece y or improperly, 

34. When the Court has made a declaration establishing the title of any 
person to land, or has made a conveyance of land, all deeds and evidences 
of title relating to such land shall be retained by the Court, 


Cauti 


o 


35. Any person having or claiming such an interest in land as entitles 
him to object to any disposition thereof being made without his consent 
may lodge @ caution with the Court to the effect that the cautioner is 
entitled to notice of any proceedings that may be instituted in the Court 
with respect to such land. 

36. The caution shall be supported by an affidavit, in such form as the 
Court directs, stating the nature of the interest of the cautioner, and such 
other matters as may be required by the Court, and the 
and address of the cautioner, and also some place within the 
where he may be served with notice of any proceedings that may be insti- 
tuted in the Landed Estates Court. 

37. [Notice may be served personally, or by post.] 

38. After a caution has been lodged no provisional declaration of title 
or provisional conveyance shall be made in the case of any land to which 
such caution refers, until notice has been served on the cautioner to appear 
and oppose, if he thinks fit, the — such provisional declaration or 
provisional conveyance, and twenty-one days have expired since the date 
of the service of such notice or the cautioner has entered an appearance, 
which may first happen. 

39. If any person lodges a caution with the Court without reasonable 
cause, he be liable to make to ye 8 pens who may have sustained 
damage by the lodging of such caution compensation as may be just, 
and such compensation shall be deemed to be a debt due to the who 
has sustained damage from the person who has ledged the 

40. A caution lodged in pursnance of this Act shall not prejudice the 
claim or title of any other person, and shall have no effect whatever except 
to entitle the cautioner to receive such notice as is herein-before mentioned 
of proceedings being instituted in the court. 

Penalty on Suppression, $e. 
41, [Suppression of deed, &c., relating to any title to be misdemeanour.] 
42, [Conviction not to affect civil remedy.) 


PART IL. 
Lanpep Estates Court. 


Judges, 
43. [A Court, to be called the Landed Estates Court, established for this 


Act. To consist of a chief judge and assistant judge, by her 
Majesty by letters patent, holding their office during good viour.] 
44, [A judge of the Court nrust be a practising conveyancer of ten years 


standing at the least, or for five years as a judge of the Incumbered 
Court and Landed Estates Court in Ireland, or one of such courts.) 
45. [Oath of judges.) 
46. [Precedence of judges; after puisne judges, and probate judge.) 
Officers. 
47. [Officers of court; secretaries, registrars, chief clerks, &c.) 
te ne oe cman rid dee Cake hat 
49. [Appointment of registrar snd other officers by Court.) 
50. [To the chief judge, £3000 @ year; to the assistant judge, £2500 a 
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ear; to each secretary, £300 a year; to each chief clerk, £1000 a year; 
to the registrar, taxing officer, accountant, clerks, messengers, and ser- 
vants. such salary as the Court, with the sanction of the Commissioners of 
the Treasury, may determine.] 

51. ~~ pension of judges; two-thirds of salary, after fifteen 
years. 

52. [Lord Chancellor may order pensions for retiring officers.) 


53. [Payment of salaries; out of Consolidated Fund, and such fund as 
may be provided by Parliament.] 


Nature of Court. 

54. [Court to be a Court of Record, and have seal.) 

55. [Court to appoint time for commencement of proceedings not later 
than Ist January, 1860.] 

56. [Judicial notice to be taken of signature of officers.] 

57. Both the judges of the Court shall concur on the following matters ; 
that is to say, in a declaration of title. whether provisional or final, in a 
conveyance by the Court, whether provisional or final, and in a sale made 
in pursuance of the said Act of the 20th Vict. c. 120, but with the above 
exceptions all powers by this Act given to the Court may be exercised by 
one judge ; and if in any case the judges differ as to the propriety of making 
any order or doing any act, such order shall be deemed to have been re- 
fused, and such act shal] be left undone. 

58. [Commissioners of the Treasury to provide a convenient place for the 
sittings of the Court.] 


59. [Judges may sit in chambers, with the same powers as in court.] 


Powers of Court. 

60. The Court may examine any witnesses on oath, and with respect to 
the following matters (that is to say),— 

(1.) Enforcing the attendance of witnesses, and the production of 
deeds, books, papers, and documents ; 

(2.) Issuing any commission for the examination of witnesses, or the 
causing witnesses to be examined, before any tribunal other than 
the Court ; 

(3.) Punishing persons refusing to give evidence or guilty of contempt ; 

(4.) Enforcing any order whatever made by them under any of the 
powers or authorities of this Act, 

shall have all such powers, rights, and privileges, as are vested in the High 
Court of Chancery for such or the like purposes. 

61. {False evidence punishable as perjury.] 

62. The Court shall not be subject to be restrained in the execution of 
its powers under this Act, norshall any person be restrained from making 
an application under this Act to such Court, or doing any other act or 
giving any consent under the provisions of this Act, by order of any court 
of justice, or by any other legal process, nor shall the Court be required by 
writ of mandamus, or any writ of a like nature, to do any act or take any 
proceeding under this Act, nor shall proceedings before them be removable 
by certiorari or other writ of a like nature. 

63. Proceedings before the Court shall not abate or be suspended by any 
death or transmission or change of interest; but in any such case of death 
or transmission or change of interest it shall be lawful for the Court, when 
it sees fit, to require notices to be given to persons becoming interested, or 
to make any order for discontinuing, suspending, or carrying on the pro- 
; , or otherwise in relation thereto, which to such Court’ appears 

ust. 


; Court to make Rules. 
64. [Court to frame and promulgate forms of application, &c.] 
65. [Power of Court to frame rules.] 


66. [Any rules so made to be of the same force as if enacted by Parlia- 
ment. They may from time to time be rescinded, added to, amended, or 
altered, subject to the condition that such rescission, addition, amendment, 
or alteration, be sanctioned by the Lord Chancellor.] 


67. [Rules to be laid before Parliament.) 


Fees. 

68. The Court shall, with the assent of the Lord Chancellor, from time 
to time determine the amount of payments to be made to such Court with 
respect to the following matters : 

The obtaining a declaration that a title is established or a conveyance 

by the Court: 

The institution and conduct of any proceedings relating to land, and the 
taking of copies of such proceedings, or of other documents in the 
custody of the Court : 

Generally with respect to any other matter to be done by the Court or 
any officer thereof: 

And such Court may, with the like assent, from time to time alter an 
amounts so determined, but all payments mentioned in this section shall 
be paid into the receipt of her Majesty’s exchequer, and carried to the 
account of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland. 

69. In determining the amount of fees payable in respect of any pro- 
ceedings as to land under this Act regard shall be had to the value of the 
land, as determined by the amount of purchase money in the case of a 
sale, or as ascertained in such manner as the Court by any general order 
directs in cases where no sale takes place; subject, nevertheless, to the 


qualifications foll 3 

1, The amount of fees payable shall not in any case exceed 
per cent. on the value of the land ; 

2. A maximum value shall be fixed ; and in the case of any estate ex- 
ceeding such maximum value, the Court may make payable in 
respect of such excess fees on such a scale as the Court 

thinks expedien 


70. [Rules as to the collection of fees.) 

71. [Former Stamp Acts to apply to stamps issued under this Act). 

72. The Court may from time to time fix a scale of fees to be paid to 

orenaeat Gr aie Wty eer call tlie nee 
» ren y them in any matter in the of 

such office ; and it may from time to time alter any such scale when fixed. 


Power of Court to refer Questions to Court of Chancery or of 
Common Law. 


entertains a doubt as to any matter of law or fact arising upon 
it may, upon the application of any party interested in such land, 
case to be stated for the opinion of the Court of Chancery, or any of 
Majesty's superior courts of law, or an issue to be tried before any 
for the purpose of determining such matter of law or fact ; the Court 
also name the parties to such case or issue, and the manner in which the 
proceedings in relation thereto are to be brought before the Court to which 
such case or issue is referred. i 


74, The opinion of any Court to whom any matter of law is referred by 
the Court shall be conclusive on all the parties to such case, unless the 
Lanéed Estates Court directs an sages to be had; and the decision of any 
jury to whom any issue of fact is referred shall be conclusive on all persons 
whatsoever, unless the Landed Estates Court otherwise directs. 

75. In cases where any infants, incapable persons, or persons yet unborn, 
are interested in the land in respect of the title to which any question of 
law or facts arises as aforesaid, any parties interested in such land may 
apply to any judge of the High Court of Chancery in chambers for a direc. 
tion that the opinion of the Court to whom any question of law is referred 
under this Act upon any question so referred shall be conclusively binding 
on all parties interested in such land. 


76. The judge in chambers shall hear the allegations of all parties ap. 
pearing before him ; he may disapprove altogether, or may approve, either 
with or without modification, of the directions of the Court in respect to 
any cuse to be tried as to the title of land ; he may also appoint a guardian 
or other person to appear on behalf of any infants, incapable or unborn 
persons ; but if he is satisfied that the interests of such infants, incapable 
or unborn persons, will be sufficiently represented in any case so about to 
be tried, he shall make an order declaring that all or some of such parties 
shall be conclusively bound, and thereupon the partiesin that behalf named 
in the order shal! be conclusively bound by any decision of the Court to 
the same extent as if they had been parties to the case. 


Appeal. 

77. The Court may review, rescind, or vary, any Order made by it in 
pursuance of this Act. No appeal shall lie from any Order of the Court 
refusing to entertain an application for an establishment of title, or fors 
conveyance by the Court, or refusing to establish a title or to executes 
conveyance; but any person aggrieved by any other Order of the Court 
may appeal to the Court of Appeal in Chancery, in such manner, within 
such time, and subject to such regulations and limitations asthe Court and 
the Lord Chancellor may prescribe; and any Order made by the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery on appeal from the Landed Estates Court shall be sub- 
ject to reversal or modification by the House of Lords,-in the same manner 
and with the same incidents on and with which Orders made by the Court 
of Appeal in Chancery on cases within the ordinary jurisdiction of such 
Court are subject. 
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Erelanvd. 
DvuBLIN, THURSDAY. 

COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into the Offices 
of the Court of Chancery in Ireland, 1859. 
A blue-book with this title has just been printed, ae 
the results of a recent inquiry made by three persons appoin 
for that purpose by the Crown—E. Litton, Esq., senior Master 
in Chancery, H. Darley, Esq., and Mr. W. Seton, of the Trea- 
sury, London. 
The report is lengthy, and the evidence still. more so, a8 
nearly all the officers of the several departments of the court 
appear to have been examined as to their duties, &c. ‘The 
report first deals with the Registrar’s Office, the most important 
duties of which are stated to have been heretofore systemati- 
cally performed by the scrivenery or copying clerks, while the 
regular officers have allotted to themselves the least important 
duties. To rectify this abuse, it is proposed: that the business 
shall be redistributed; that the senior clerks shall alternately 
attend in court to take down the orders; and that, to stimulate 
the juniors to exertion, a right of succession to the chief posts 
be established. An alteration in the mode of framing orders is 
also recommended, as likely to reduce their length by one- 
third, and their cost to the suitor in the same proportion. In 
future, the notice on which an order is made, is to be merely 
referred to, and not recited at length in it. It is also 
recommended that in this, and every other office of the 
Court, the payment of fees in money be discontinued, 
and a moderate stamp duty substituted. It is next re- 
commended that the Crown and Hanaper Office be abolished 
altogether, and that all writs be in future issued from 
the Writ Office, and all persons sworn into office by a registrar 
of the court. The principal changes recommended in the 
Master's Offices are the following:—Affidavits to be no longer 
sworn there, but to be sworn or filed in the Affidavit Office only; 
and interlocutory and other order»made by the masters to be 
no longer drafted by solicitors, with the aid of the master’s 
notes, but to be drawn up in the office in the same way as are 
orders of the court. ‘Title deeds to be no longer deposited in 
the Master’s Offices, but to be all lodged in a convenient fire- 
proof depository, common to all the offices. The post of exa- 
miner-in-chief it is proposed to abolish altogether, evidence 
being now taken viv& voce in court, and the ancient method of 








73. Whenever, upon the investigation of the title to any land, the Court 





proceeding by written interrogatories having fallen into disuse. 
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regard to the lunacy jurisdiction, it is recommended to 
sholish the almost sinecure office of “clerk of the custodies,” 
snd to transfer the preparation of all orders and reports on 
janacy to the Registrar's Office. It is also proposed to abolish 
the office of “clerk in court,” or ‘“‘ reader,” whose only duty it 
isto attend in court on certain days and read out deeds, &c., 
if required. While treating of these offices, the report states 
that the number of motions heard in the course of the year by 
the Master of the Rolls has diminished from 3300 in the year 
1949 to 1136 during the year 1858. This remarkable falling 
off may be ascribed to the operations of the Incumbered Estates 
Court, and still more to the transfer of an important class of 
cases (administration suits, &c.), to the masters, who have now 
complete jurisdiction to deal with such. It might, perhaps, be 
thought from these propositions, referred to for the abolition of 
so many useless offices, that the commissioners were strongly 
bent on economizing; but this notion is dispelled when we look 
at the table of “ existing” and of “ proposed” salaries as 
the other offices, appended to the report. From this it 
appears, that it is recommended to make a general increase of 
remuneration, not only to the officials who have active and 
laborious duties to perform, but also to the chancellor’s secre- 
,and to some others whose position involves little labour 
or responsibility, but who merely add to the patronage and 
dignity of the chancellorship. 

The report concludes with some general recommendations 
which the commissioners consider “indispensable to the per- 
manent improvement of the administrative offices of the Court.” 
First, that all fees be converted into stamp duties, and the 
officers paid by salary only. Secondly, that a system of pro- 
motion from the junior clerks to the senior officer be, as far as 
possible, introduced into each department. Thirdly, that a 

mated scale of increase of remuneration be introduced. 
The right of an officer to promotion to be subject to the ap- 
of his conduct by his superiors. Fourthly, that the 
writing clerks be removed from the public offices, and that no 
atiginal records or documents be removed from the court for 
the purpose of copying. Some other subjects are considered 
by the report, as the hours of attendance, &c., of the several 
oficials, A statement or memorial presented by the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Society, complaining of the delays in the 
Taxing Office, seems to have been curtly treated, and some of 
the facts stated in it being flatly denied by the taxing-masters, 
that part of the subject rests very much where it did. On the 
whole, however, the suggestion’ of tis report seem very reason- 
able ones; and many of them will probably be carried out by 
the Attorney-General’s forthcoming Bills for the amendment 
ofthe Practice, &c., of the Court of Chancery. 





The Attorney-General has appointed Mr. Thomas White, 
of the Connaught bar, Crown Prosecutor for the county of 
Ieitrim; Mr. Barker, of the same bar, Supernumerary Crown 
Prosecutor for the county of Sligo; and Mr. T. A. Purcell, of 
the Leinster bar, Supreme Crown Prosecutor for the counties 
of Wicklow and Wexford. 

JURISPRUDENCE IN THE QuEEN’s UnIvERSITY.—It appears, 
from a Parliamentary return just issued, that the Examiner of 
Jurisprudence in the Queen’s College puzzled his students with 
the following stupid problem :—* Whether does the conduct of 
Nanah Sahib, and other educated natives in the great Indian 
mutiny, afford an argument for or against the education of 
the natives of British India in European accomplishments 
and civilisation ? State the reasons for the proposition which 
you adopt.” 

——— 


Scotland. 


EDINBURGH. 
Court oF Sxssion.—First Division. 
Crichton v. Grant. 


The magistrates of Leith have power under the Police Act 
for town to enact regulations for the running of coaches 
and the convenience of passengers therein, and to enforce them 
by fine and imprisonment. ey have directed one of these 

ons against smoking. The guard of one of the Leith 
omnibuses had, on 15th January last, allowed three gentlemen 
outside the omnibus to smoke. He was charged 

with the offence, and on a plea of guilty, fined 2s. 6d. by one 
ofthe Leith bailies, with an alternative of two days’ imprison- 
ment. He went to prison, and brought a bill of suspension and 
calling the Leith fiscal, Mr. Grant, as defender; who 

leaded in defence (1) that the matter was of a criminal nature, 





and as such, incompetent in the Court of Session; and (2) that 
the sentence was just. Lord Ordinary Kinloch instanced the 
plea of incompetency; but the Court unanimously altered that 
judgment, holding (1) that the question was a civil question, 
and as such falling under their jurisdiction; but (2) that the 
Leith magistrates had power to make smoking in or on coaches 
an offence, and punish it as such, and that the commission of 
the offence was established by the suspender’s own confession, 
and consequently they refused to pass the vote. 





We learn from the Scotsman, that the University Commis- 
sioners met on Saturday to dispose so far of the complex case 
at Aberdeen, and found that it is not competent, under the 
Act, to recognise two Faculties of Arts there, and that it is not 
expedient to have duplicate Professorships in the same Faculty; 
that King’s College-buildings, with the necessary repairs and 
extensions, should be the seat of the Faculties of Arts and 
Theology, with the General Library; and that Law and Medi- 
cine, with provision for a special library for each of these 
Faculties, should be in those of Marischal College, enlarged 
also if necessary. 

coe cbaloalgiieetaliiner 


The Provinces. 


Braprorp.—By direction of the Lord Chancellor, eleven 
gentlemen have been inserted in the commission of the peace 
for this borough. His Lordship, in making his selection, re- 
jected the names of one barrister and two attorneys. 


BirMINGHAM.—The following is extracted from a memorial 
of the Town Council to the Lord Chancellor on the appointment 
of magistrates:—“ Your memorialists furthermore humbly re- 
present to your Lordship that two of the ex-mayors of the said 
borough, namely, Alderman Hodgson and Alderman Hawkes, 
are solicitors practising within the said borough, and would 
have been included in the above list, were it not that some of 
your Lordship’s predecessors have not thought fit to add the 
names of practising solicitors to commissions of the- peace. 
In case, however, your Lordship is willing to advise the Crown 
to appoint solicitors as justices, your memorialists beg to recom- 
mend Alderman Hodgson and Alderman Hawkes in addition 
te the eight other gentlemen firstly hereinbefore named.” 

Bristot.— Reg. v. Smyth.—Shrievalty—At the quarterly 
meeting of the Town Council, the following correspondence 
was read by the Town Clerk, relative to the proceedings 
which had been instituted against Mr. Smyth, for refusin 
to undertake the office of sheriff after he had been nomin: 
by the Town Council, but whose term of office would have 
expired had he accepted the appointment :— 

Bristol, 4th Feb., 1859. 

Dear Str,—We are desired to ask whether it be the wish and intention 
of the Town Council that this case should be argued in the House of 
Lords; and, if not, to request that you will instruct your agents to take 
such steps as may be necessary, in conjunction with ours, for obtaining an 
order of the House for leave to strike out the cause. 

We have certainly been given to understand (though not officially) that 
as the year of office had expired without a decision, and as the Town 
Council have not re-elected Mr. Greville Smyth, it would not be their wish 
any more than his to press the case to a decision. 

We enclose copy of a letter from our agents. giving reasons why, with- 
out the consent of both parties, the appeal cannot properly be withdrawn ; 
and we have to beg you will obtain the directions of the Town Council 
on this subject, and let us know their determination as soon as possible. 

It is not as any favour to himself that Mr. Smyth asks for this consent ; 
on the contrary, he is still advised that a decision in his favour might be 
expected ; but, as the case has ceased to be of practical importance, he 
is not willing to incur the responsibility of obtaining a decision at a great 
expense to both parties; and if your clients should refuse to concur in an 
application to strike it out, it must be understood that the regen of 
carrying on the case to a hearing rests with them, and not with him.—We 
remain, &c., Paumer & WaANSEY. 

Daniel Burgess, Esq., Town Clerk, Bristol. 

20, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W. C., 3rd Feb., 1859. 

Dear Sirs,—We have ascertained at the House of Lords that unless this 
case is withdrawn it will be put in the list for hearing, and whether coun- 
sel appear or not the expenses in the shape of House fees will have to be 
paid. If it is determined not to proceed, a petition for leave to strike out 
the cause must be presented, and an order thereon obtained. 

We certainly differ from the view taken by the Town Clerk that it is for 
us, if we wish the matter not to proceed, to withdraw the appeal. We 
certainly can do so if we like by petition, but if we were to take that course 
it would be made appear to the public that we were beaten. 

It therefore appears to us that if the appeal be withdrawn it should be 
done with the concurrence of the other side, and also upon the under- 
standing that it was not withdrawn because we gave up the points raised 
for fear of being beaten, or because we thought we should not succeed. 
The matter is rather serious, and, a8 you suggest, should be put in such a 
position in writing as to show that we have done all in our power to obtain 
the concurrence of the corporation to the withdrawal of proceedings.— 
Yoars truly, E, Gray, & Woopcock. 
Messrs. Palmer & Wansey. 

The Town Clerk said, the Council would remember that 
Mr. Smyth was elected to the office of sheriff; that he gave 
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notice that he would not take that office, and that the Council 
then determined to compel him. Application was made to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and judgment was given there pro 
forma for the corporation. The case was then taken to the 
Court of Exchequer, which confirmed the judgment of the other 
Court, also pro forma. Mr. Smyth then took the case to the 
House of Lords, and the corporation entered an appearance. 
There was not time to hear it argued last session, and it was 
now standing over, the corporation being in the position of 
having judgment in its favour from the Court of Queen’s 
Bench and the Court of Exchequer. A resolution, authorising 
the Town Clerk to take such steps as might be advisable to 
enable Mr. Smyth to withdraw his appeal was passed. 

At the same meeting it was resolved that, in addition to the 
usual quarterly meetings, for the remainder of the year 1859, 
the Council should be assembled on the 4th Tuesday in March, 
the 4th Tuesday in June, and the 4th Tuesday in September. 


Duruam.—The Burnopfield Murder—We understand that 
a man, at present under sentence of four years’ penal servitude 
in Portland Prison, has confessed to having shot Mr. Stirling, 
the young surgeon whose distressing death caused such a sensa- 
tion in the northern counties three years ago. The Home 
Secretary has sent the statement of the person who declares he 
did the horrid deed to the Mayor of Newcastle. This is the 
second time within a very short period that a person has con- 
fessed he was Mr. Stirling’s murderer. It may be remembered 
that two men—Rayne and Cain—were tried and narrowly 
escaped conviction for this crime. Rayne, we understand, 
follows his usual trade of a smith at Winlaton, and Cain has 
the charge of a gentleman’s garden in Blaydon. Both, we 
understand, conduct themselves well, and will willingly lend 
any assistance in their power in furthering the investigations of 
the magistrates and police.—Newcastle Chronicle. 


Leeps.—A deputation on the subject of holding assizes for 
the West Riding of Yorkshire in Leeds, had an interview with 
the Marquis of Salisbury, Lord President of the Council, on 
Tuesday, at the Council Office. The deputation was introduced 
by the Right Hon. M. T. Baines, M.P., and Mr. George S. Bee- 
croft, M.P., and consisted of Sir Peter Fairbairn, Mayor; Mr. 
Alderman Botterill; Mr. Councillor Barret; and Mr. John 
Arthur Ikin, Town Clerk. 


Mancuester. — Liability of Pawnbrokers on the Sale of 
Small Pledges.—At the County Court, on the 12th ult., in the 
case of Pett v. Cliff, a question was raised as to the liability of 
the defendant, a pawnbroker, to account to the plaintiff for the 
proceeds of the sale of a pledge on which a sum under 10s. had 
been lent, the pledge not having been redeemed within the year 
allowed by Pawnbrokers’ Act. Mr. J. H. Fernley appeared 
on behalf of the defendant, and argued that the statute, which 
made no provision requiring the pawnbrokers to keep any 
account of the sale of these small pledges, exempted him from 
rendering any account of the same; and that there was good 
reason for this exemption; for to compel the pawnbrokers to 
keep an account of the sale would cause so much trouble as 
practically to prohibit them from taking in pledge such trifling 
articles. The learned judge, after an adjournment to consider 
the case, delivered judgment on Friday, Feb. 11, and held that the 
pawnbroker was not bound to keep an account, nor, so far as 
his Honour could see, to give any account of the proceeds of the 
sale of goods of this trifling value; therefore judgment must be 
for the defendant. 

Re G. C. and James Bayley.— Important Question of Lia- 
bility.—In the Bankruptcy Court, on Saturday last, judgment 
in this case was delivered. The petition had previously 
occupied three whole days, during which time a great number 
of authorities were cited. The learned Commissioner had taken 
time to consider his decision. Mr. Ovens appeared for 
the petitioners, and Dr. Wheeler and Mr. Horner on behalf of 
Mr. F. Reyner, the executor. The matter was a petition to 
expunge a proof of 7940/. 5s. 5d. put upon the file by Mr. F. 
Reyner, one of the executors of the late James Bayley, sen. 
It appeared that, in 1851, Mr. James Bayley, sen., of Stalybridge, 
who was owner of extensive mill premises there, which had for 
many years been in operation, and who was building and about 
to stock with machinery another mill, received into partner- 
ship, as cotton spinners, two of his sons, Charles Cheetham 
Bayley and George Cheetham Bayley, and gave them a portion 
of the trade capital, which consisted of the mill property and 
machinery already referred to, with the stock in trade and 
other assets then belonging exclusively to the father. The 
partnership was to continue up to December, 1858; and it was 

that if in the interval any of the partners died, his 
share was to ;be valued, and to bear interest payable to his 








representatives for the then remainder of the partnership term, 
Immediately after the termination by effluxion of time of { 
partnership, the estate was to be wound up; the continu 
partners to receive their shares, and the representatives of th 
dead partner to receive the principal which had been ascertaing| 
at the time of his death to be his ratable share of the part. 
nership property. In February, 1853, Mr. James Bayley, sen, 
died, having made his will and a codicil, of which Mr. Fredg. 
rick Reyner, his son-in-law, and Mr. C, C. Bayley, his son, werg 
executors. Under this will and codicil, the old man bequeathed 
to his three daughters £2000 each; to his son James Buyley, 
£2000; and the residue of his real and personal estate he de. 
vised and bequeathed to his two sons, the continuing partners 
At the death of the old man, his share in the partnershj 
estate was valued at £13,727, of which £6644 was ia 
£7083 personalty. The continuing partners remained in busi, 
ness until January, 1855, when C. C. Bayley retired, and trans. 
ferred his partnership share to the then continuing partner, G, 
C. Bayley, the latter covenanting to pay all the debts and Te. 
bilities to which the firm at the time he left it was subject. Mr, 
G. C. Bayley continued to carry on the business alone until 
November, 1855, when he received as partner his brother James 
Bayley; the latter stipulating that all the business debts, for 
which G. C. Bayley was then liable, the new firm should henes. 
forth become jointly liable for, and a balance-sheet was pre 
pared, in which those liabilities were set forth, including amongst 
them (though not by name as debts due to the executors, butas 
debts due to the three daughters of the late James Bayley, as l 
tees) £6000 of the £8000 which the old man had bequeathed 
way of legacy. Before Mr.James Bayley entered the concern as 
partner, he had assigned his right to his legacy of £2000, which, 
under the codicil, was not to be paid until December, 1858, to his 
brother G.C. Bayley ; and G.C. Bayley therefore became 
entitled to whatever rights James Bayley had in respect of that 
legacy. From the time of the death of the old man, until the 
dissolution of the partnership of C. C. Bayley and G. C. Bay. 
ley, they had severally paid interest to the three legatees 
their respective legacies, and interest had, in like manner, been 
paid by G C. Bayley during the time that he separately carried 
on the business, and subsequently by G. C. Bayley and James 
Bayley, from the time of the formation of their partnership 
until their bankruptcy in May last. In like manner Messrs 
G. C. Bayley and James Bayley sent to Mr. Reyner, by 
arrangement, poriodical statements of their accounts, show- 
ing the way in which the business was proceeding; and, upon 
the faith of those statements, Mr. F. Reyner, instead of 
calling in the £7083, the share of the testator’s personalty in 
the concern at the time of his death, suffered it to remain, 
When the bankruptcy took place, Mr. Reyner, as executor, 
was admitted to prove his debt, with a balance put a 
due to him from the joint estate of the bankrupts. Some 
time after the proof had been admitted, the petition in 
question was presented, and the question it involved was, 
whether or not, by the acts of G. C. Bayley and J. Bayley, at 
the time they became partners, and subsequently, the bill due 
to Mr. Reyner, as executor, at the time of the decease of 
old man, from C. C. Bayley and G. C. Bayley, had become, in 
point of law, the bill of the defendants, so as to make the joint 
estate liable to its payment. If it were so liable, the proof was 
rightly admitted; if not, the proof would of course be required 
to be removed from the file, and to be made against the se; 
estate (in which there were no assets) of G. C. Bayley. The 
amount in question was considerable, inasmuch as the joint 
estate is expected to pay a dividend of between 4s. and 5s. i 
the pound. The Commissioner, after reviewing the facts and 
the authorities cited, delivered a very careful and elaborate 
judgment by stating that he had arrived at the unhesitating 
conclusion, that the proof was rightly made, and dis- 
missed the petition with costs. But his Honour suggested, for 
the consideration of the assignees, whether they would consent 
to Mr. Reyner’s costs being paid out of the joint estate, instead 
of by the petitioners; because, if the petition had succeeded, 
the creditors on the joint estate would certainly have derived s 
large accession of dividend. The solicitors to the assignees not 
being present, the question, whether the estate should pay Mr. 
Reyner’s costs, stood over for copsideration at a future day. 
STAFFORD.—County Court.—The court for this district was 
heldon Wednesday, at the Shire-hall, before the newly-appointed 
judge, Sir Walter Buchanan Riddell. His Honour, who was 
indistinctly heard, having recently suffered from severe 
position, addressed a few observations to the attorneys 
others round the table; and expressed » hese that the same 
courteous conduct which had been accorded to the late judge 
would be shown to himself, whilst he would do all in his power 
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to merit their assistance in eliciting truth, and judging impar- 

tially of all cases which came before him. ‘The number of 
entered for hearing was not so numerous as usual, and 

none of them possessed any particular feature of interest. 


> 





Communications, Correspondence, and 
Extracts. 


TRANSFER OF LAND. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ JourRNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir, —I long to see your leader of next Saturday on this 
matter. There can be no question that if the Bill of the 
Solicitor-General becomes law, one of the grossest acts of in- 
justice ever perpetrated will signalise the present Administra- 
tion, Ihave been in practice for a number of years, having 
(beyond the cost of my education, premium, articles, admis- 
sions, library and annual certificates—unpaid by the clergy or 
medical men )—been before despoiled by the County Court of 
at least £200 a-year, and by the illegal appointment of a pub- 
lic prosecutor at this place of half that amount. It is now pro- 
to annihilate my remaining practice in conveyancing, of 
about £300 a-year ([ have cheerfully paid the income-tax on 
that ainount) without compensation. Surely such plunder 
will never be permitted; but if necessary, the Legislature 
should be urged, as in the case of the proctors and surrogates, 
to substitute compensation, such as a graduated scale of double 
the income-tax, paid by those who have been in practice twenty 
years, increasing the amount in proportion for every year 
upwards, during the lives of those wishing to retire, by way of 
annuity; with a decreasing scale in the like proportion; leaving 
it optional for parties to signify their acceptance of the annuity, 

within a period to be named in the Act. 
I cannot suppose the amount to be raised, or that the num- 
ber to be compensated, will equal that of the proctors and 


surrogates. 

Your advocacy is a tower of strength; and having been a 
sabscriber to to Solicitors’ Journal from the beginning, I do 
hope the aspersions a short time ago to injure its interests 
may not be realised.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

13th Feb., 1859. A WELL WIsHER. 


LUNACY MASTERSHIP. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicirors’ JourNaL & REPORTER. 


Sm,—Mr. Higgins has resigned, and the bar will now get 
another bone to pick. What will the profession and the 
suitors gain? I believe a loss. A knowledge of business and of 
men and affairs, is what is wanted in this office, and not the 
intricacies of Coke on Littleton. The Lord Justices look to all 
the law parts of lunacy affairs. The Germans I believe have a 
rule that no practising advocate ever is allowed to become a 
juiee An embryo judge begins quite a young man, in some 

or small court, and is promoted, as he shows talent, to 
higher judgships. They think that the practice of the bar in 
wing wrong appear right is destructive of judicial qualities. 
We, of the English race (the Yankees are far worse than we), 
generally pick out for great judicial places men who have done 
Work, dirty or clean, in Parliament; for little places the effete. 
The Masters in Chancery were abolished more because of the 
kind of men we could not contrive on our system not to have, 
than for any other reason. This kind of place is with us an 
acknowledged refuge for the destitute. Often, doubtless, good 
men get there, but often re 

As to Mr. Higgins, I am one of the few solicitors who could 
have happened to attend a warrant before him during his one 
or two days reign. I never saw him before or since; but I 
believe he would have turned out one of the best men ever 
Placed in such a situation. If he had been kicking his heels 
about the court doing nothing for the last ten years, it would 
have been reckoned all right. Because he has been doing 
tomething elsewhere, it is all wrong. He is now sacrificed to 
bar and political clamour. Cui bono ? 

The root of the public dissatisfaction really lies much deeper 
than the “next-of-kin” part of this story. There is a just 

that the very best legal appointments which can be 
made have not often been made by any judge or chancellor. 

W many judges have sons or nephews as associates or masters? 

at the list of law ofticers, and see the family names 

Is it right that blood should have any consideration in 

any of these app:.intments? If superlative merit is ot to be 
the test, why not blood ? If merit is to be, let there be some 
plan for an independent report on the merit of all 
before an appointment is made. Why do we want 








such arrangements for our civil service, and not for the depart- 
ment o: the Jaw? A Minister of Justice would be the best 
chance of securing the best appointment.—Yours, &c., 
A Souiciror oF THIRTY-TWO YEARS’, AND A 
RaDICAL OF STILL LONGER, STANDING. 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Febraary 16, 1859. 





BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 
To the Editor of Tue Soricirors’ JounnaL & REPORTER. 

S1rr,—The notions of an “old hand” in bankruptcy matters 
may not be unacceptable at this time, when things are being 
shaken up, to be again shaken down into new positions. 

I always predicted of the official assignee arrangement that 
it was a mistake. The reform “o’erleap’d itself, and fell on 
t’other side.” 

What was and is wanted was and is, to provide a safe custody 
for all moneys arising from’ bankrupt estates (not the pockets 
of the assignees); and to let the creditors of a bankrupt attend 
to their own business, providing only a ready appeal in case 
of any wrong being done or attempted. 

The appeal in all cases should be to a court of justice—not 
to a court of administration; and we should leave criminal 
matters to he dealt with alone in criminal courts. 

The following is a rough outline of what seems to me to be 
needed :— 

1. A vesting order to transfer all a bankrupt’s or insolvent’s 
property to assignees chosen by creditors—leaving the disposal 
and liquidation with them. 

2. All moneys to be paid into court to an “ Accountant- 
General in Bankruptcy.” The assignees to draw cheques for 
all payments, as well as dividends. 

8. Assignees to appoint accountants if they think proper. 

4. Bankruptcy judges to be appointed to hear and decide 
questions raised before them, and none other—including granting 
or refusal of certificates, if opposed. One always feels now, 
that the judge is a party in the dispute, generally siding with 
the estate. 

5. No criminal prosecution to be instituted at the instance or 
at the cost of the estate. All criminal matters to be kept 
wholly distinct, and referred to the ordinary tribunals. Let 
those prosecute, as in other robberies, who consider they have 
been robbed. 

6. The criminal clauses might be removed from the Bank- 
rupt Act altogether; and if the criminal law, with its provisions 
against conspiracy, cheating, fraud, robbery, &c., does not meet 
all cases proper for prosecution, pass a separate Act for the 


purpose. sete 
‘The above of course leaves most of the existing and proposed 


details untouched. 
Feb. 16, 1859. An Otp Hann. 


THE NEW MEDICAL ACT. 
To the Editor of Tue Souicitors’ JouRNaL & REPORTER. 
Smr,—Would you be kind enough to answer the following 
question in your next publication:—Can a Licentiate of the 
Apothecaries’ Company, and who is of twenty-three years’ 
standing, and in practice, keep his name over his door with the 
word “surgeon ” attached thereto; or does the above-mentioned 
Act'compel him to erase the word “ surgeon ?”—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, An OLD SUBSCRIBER. 
Howden, Yorkshire, Feb. 14, 1859. 


[We are clearly of opinion that the Licentiate in question 
may continue to use the appellation of “surgeon” under the 
Medical Act. The Medical Council have resolved not to print 
any titles in their “ Register,” but simply to give.the names and 
qualifications of those registered.— Ep. S.J.]; - ~ 


i. 
— 


Societies and Enstitutions. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The following letter has been addressed by the Incorporated 
Law Society to students who are now candidates for admission 
as attorneys :— 

8th February, 1859. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society to 
inform you, that, in order to encourage the careful study of the law. the 
examiners of the candidates for admission on the roll of attorneys, intend, 
on the examin wion to take place in next Easter Term, and subsequently, 
to select the names of the candidates under the age of twenty-six years, 
who in passing their examination shall appear to have deserved honorary 
distinction, with a view to the Council presenting to such candidates a prize 
of books or certificate of merit. 
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The Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn also intend to give a sum of 
twenty guineas, and the Honourable Society of Clement's inn a sum of ten 
guineas yearly, to provide testimonia’s for such of the candidates under 
the age of twenty-six asin passing their examinition shall merit distinc- 
tion, and the Council are empowered to apply these annual gifts in snch 
way as may appear to them best adapted to give effect to the objects of the 
societies of Clifford's-inn and Clement’s-inn.—I am, Sir, your very obedient 
servant, N. Mayouam, Secretary. 





LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 


A general meeting of this society will take place on Monday 
next, at eight o'clock, when the Lord Chancellor’s Bill of 
Debtor and Creditor, and Lord John Russell's Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency Bil}, will be discussed. Lord Brougham will take 
the chair. 


LAW NEWSPAPER COMPANY LIMITED. 

The annual general meeting of the company was held at 
the Law Institution, on Monday the 7th, and by adjournment 
on Tuesday, the 8th of February. Mr. Janson, the Chairman 
of the Board of Directors, in the chair. The following report 
from the directors was presented to the meeting:— 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTORS. 

The present is the second ordinary annual meeting of the company, and 
has been summoned, in accordance with the Articles of Association, to 
transact the following business :— 

1. To receive the annual report of the directors. 

2. To receive the report of the auditors upon the accounts. 

3. To elect seven directors in lieu of the following seven, who retire by 
ballot, but who, being eligible, have offered themselves for re-election :-— 

Mr. Case, Maidstone; Mr. Janson, London; Mr. Lace, Liverpool; Mr. 
La‘. London: Mr. Lowndes, Liverpool; Mr. Stallard, Worcester; Mr. W. 
Williams, London. 





4. To elect auditors for the ensuing year. 


Referring to their previous reports to the proprietors, the directors feel 
it is hardly necessary to remind them that the company was formed with 
a view to professional rather than pecuniary ends. 


It was felt that the attorneys and solicitors of England ought to possess, 
as their organ in the press, a first-class journal, distinctively representing 
their interests and enforcing their rights, and absoiutely identified by the 
proprietorship with their own body, and this, they believe, has been 
pen neg by the periodical which they have had the satisfaction of 
esi . 


In the course of the past year the directors have been able to make a 
variety of new arrangements, by which a considerable saving will be 
effected, without unduly curtailing their expenditure upon literary contri- 
butions ; and they firmly believe the “ Journan ” is now placed on at least 
a self-supporting footing for the future. 

The purchase of the Weekly Reporter from its late proprietors, alluded 
to in the Circular to the Shareholders of the 24th December, has now 
been completed. Some of the improvements then contemplated have 
been effected, and others are in progress ; and the directors fee) no reason 
whatever to doubt that the purchase will not only prove a profitable trans- 
action in itself, but will tend materially to strengthen the position of the 
Soxicrrors* JOURNAL. : 

A comparison of the annual accounts presented this year with those sub- 
mitted to the last annual meeting will show a steady, though by no means 
a rapid improvement in the position of the company. On the one hand 
an increase wil} be observed in every item of income, while on the other, a 
diminution has been effected in almost every item of expenditure. 


The arrangements which have been made by the directors for the 
conduct of the current volume have been based upon a careful and detailed 
estimate, prepared by the publisher, and are justified by the experience of 
the past year, and from it the directors confidently anticipate that, after 
the lapse of another year, the accounts will show a surplus income—a 
result which the directors feel would be a subject for much congratulation, 
quite apart from any pecuniary advantages it would afford te the pro- 
prietors. 

In the course of the year, the directors have received from various 

weholders’ valuable communications, including criticisms, both upon 
articles appearing in the “ Jovrnat,” and upon the “ Reports.” 

It cannot be too strongly impressed upon the proprictors, that it is in 
their power to render very important assistance in supporting and en- 
couraging the publication by such contributions; and they are earnestly 
invited to give it farther support by bringing it under the notice of their 
brother professional men, both as a class journal and a medium for adver- 
tisements. 


The company, during its short existence, has already lost some valuable 
members by death, including the late Mr. W. H. Trinder (a director, and 
one of the original promoters of the company); the late Mr. G. H. Kin- 
derley, of Lincoln’s-inn; the late Mr. J. J. J. Sudlow, of Bedford-row : the 
late Mr. H. W. Woodhouse, of Lincoln’s-inn ; and the Jate Mr. David King, 
of Cambridge. 

A number of shares have thus been placed at the of the direc- 
tors, for the benefit of the personal representatives of the late members, 
and the directors will be happy to receive applications for them from any 
gentlemen either already connected with the company or recommended 
by @ proprietor. 

Jn conciusion, the directors feel that they may already congratulate the 
shareholders upon the possession of » publication worthy «f the proféss’on 
to whieh they belong, and which, if conducted as they hope and believe it 

vi and adequately supported by the body for whose benefit it vas 
prwiarey designed, may accomp'ish mach for the advancement of the 
is of the attorneys and solicitors of England and Wales, and, 
iavough them, may promote the well-being of the public at large. 





The following report from the auditors was also presented tp 

the meeting :-— i 
AUDITORS’ REPORT. 
London, February 5th, 1859, 

GENTLEMEN,—We have to report that we have examined the 
which it is intended to lay before you at the annual meeting on the 7th 
instant, and that we have vouched the various items of expenditure cop. 
tained therein.. We have to state that in our ion the 
signed by us is a full and fair balance-sheet, conta’ the particulars rp. 
quired by the regulations of the company, and that it is properly draw, 
up, so as to exhibit a true and correct view of the state of the com 
affairs upon the 2nd of November. 1858, on which day the past fi 
year of the company ended. We are, gentlemen, your most obedient 
servants, Atrrep A. Pottock, FRED. Peaxs, 


To the Shareholders of The Law Newspaper Company (Limited). 


The following resolutions were passed unanimously :— 


1, That the annual report of the directors be received and adopted. 
2. That the report of the auditors upon the accounts be received and 


adopted. 

2 That the following gentlomen, being the directors retiring in pur. 
suance of the 48th of the company’s Articlesof Association, be re-elected: 
Messrs. Case, Maidstone; Janson, London; Lace, Liverpool ; Lake, Lon. 
don; Lowndes, Liverpool; Stallard, Worcester; W. Williams, London, 

4. That the best thanks of the company be given to the directors for the 
time and attention they have given to the company dur-ng the past year, 

5. That the best thanks of the company be given to the auditors, A. 4, 
Pollock, Esq., and F. Peake, Esq., for the able manner in which they have 
discharged their duties, and they be requested to accept the same appoint- 
ment for the ensuing year. 

6. That the thanks of the meeting be given to the Chairman. 


—_——__oe———_- 
Haw Students’ Fournal. 


LAW SOCIETY’S LECTURES. 
J. W. Smith, Esq., on Conveyancing; Monday, Feb. 21, at 
o'clock. 
Rk. E. Turner, Esq., on Common Law; Friday, Feb. 25, at8 
o'clock. 





> 
> 


SaLaRies TO RecorDERS.—A return has been handed in 
to the Liouse of Lords of the salaries now: paid to the recorders 
of cities and Loroughs in England. ‘Lhese salaries vary very 
much, being in some cases as low as 4/. 4s. (Durham), and in 
others as high as £3000 (city of London). £40 and £50 iss 
common saiary, and some recorders receive from £100 to £500 
a year. ‘lhe recorders of Clitheroe, Aldborough, Orford, and 
Wells, receive no salary at all. ‘lhe sources of these salaries 
are chiefly the borough funds. At Wareham the mayor kindly 
pays the recorder, “out of his own pocket,” the munificent 
salary of two guineas a year. The. Recorder of Londo 
receives his £3000 a year from “ the City’s Cash.” 


Tue Expense or Keerinc Tareves.—Some persons have, 
reasonably enough, expressed doubt as to the cost of the bad 
people detained in Newgate awaiting their trial. ‘The sum, 
enormous as it is, of £100 a-year is quite within the truth. In 
the report of the city expenditure for 1857, p. 24, will be found 
most of the items, the grand total of which is 11,0864. 16s. 104, 
from which in the first instance must be deducted 6547/. 19% 
paid in one year as part of an enormous expense for the recon- 
struction of the prison, leaving a sum of 5488. 17s. 10d. thé 
ordinary yearly cost; to which add, as a very moderate esti- 
mate for the rent of the building, £4500, or a total of 
9988/. 17s. 10d.; and then, charging only £600 a-year for the 
improvements, which, when finished, will amount to £25,000 
or £30,000, there will’ be, in round numbers, a yearly cost of 
£10,600, which, divided by 106, the average number of persons 
detained, makes a sum of £100 as the cost of each paid for out 
of the pockets of the industrious ratepayers. For this choice 
little parish, of a few thousand square yards, the chaplain is 
paid, as formerly stated, £500 a-year, nearly £6 each soul; thé 
doctor, £190, or 1/1. 15s. 10d. for each bedy; and the governor, 
Mr. Weatherltead, £400, or nearly £4 each, for taking care of 
them, assisted by a staff of persons, whose united salaries 
amount to £1900. Nice thing to be a thief in England! On 
these 106 rogues is expended a sum of money equal to the 
whole income of 352 country labourers, at £30—a large esti- 
mate, if the statements be correct, of the poor persons who, livingin 
Wiltshire and Suffolk, tell theirsown tale in the Times, Nov, 
if we reckon the families of these as of four persons only, it 
will be found that the 106 persons in Newgate consume a0 
amount of tecasure yexrly equal to that of 1408 honest people. 
Thus, one thief vosts as much nearly as five good men, women, 
and children. ‘this corruption is enough to destroy the wealth 


and vigorous v.rtue of the greatest mation on the earth.—Ciy 
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Admission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench. 


Easter TERM, 
Clerk's Name and Residence. To whom Articled, Assigned, &e. 
Cam Rainey, 49, Southampton-row, Acton-street; and Horncastle .. é Richard Clitherow, Horncastle. 
m, Newcastle-upon-Tyn@ ....se-cseeserencrccsecscocces Shitaccedeseovedes W. R. Swan, Neweastle-xpos-Tyne. 
, Royston ; Faelhd nod Brunswick-terrace, Islington H. Wortham, Ro’ 
Hugo Montagu, wton Abbott, or Bushel ; and Bedford-row . R. Francis, Newton P puieat H. F. Church, Bedford-row. 
WsON, Great Grimsby ....-.ceceeececccecceceeceeeecsessesesecescsces Sepceee W. H, Daubney, Great Grimsby. 
Severn, 5, Charles-square, Hoxton . Cbeodescstoeccios sbocesacse e % ye 5, ee 
Isaac, 30, Frederick-street, Grays’-inn-road ; and Oxford .... ‘ xford. 
Frederic, Leeds ..ccscreccccvccedcccvcccccctsccececesasesesesesessrcecee esas 
rthur Palmer, ll, Lower Calthorpe-street; and Serjeants’ “inn, Temple 
Hext, 4, Lamb’s Conduit-place ; Wolsdon; and Truro, Cornwall caamaneh éAendaneee 
William, 73, Pentonville-road ; . . dmeiamn Islington ; and Penn. 


TFEEE 
ae 


meee 
Gates, Son, & Percival Peterborough. 
J. Hall, Keswick. 
T. Brown, Uppingham. 
nig Hugh, Nottin; ting M. Browne, Nottingham. 
ur Henry, 12, Chapel-street, Bedford-row ; Bristol ; and Lincoin’s-inn-fields . H. A. Palmer, Bristol. 
Clarke, atdwin Hyde, 9, ios amr ani East, Brunswick-square ; Bromley ; and Russell 
New North-road . R. Roy, Lothbury. 
, Richard, Shrewsbury. .  G. 8. Corser, Shrewsbury. 
Clinch, James, I1, od emg Rea Lion square; and Leamington - C.E. Large, Leamington Priors. 
Collinson, Samuel, Tottenham ; and Albert-street, Penton-street, Islington . . H. Lammin, John-street, Adelphi. 
Sila Rawara Richard, Grafton- street East; and Chancery-lane .... . .F. ry: ; T. Kennedy, Chancery-lane. 
, Richard Moore, 1, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields ; and Clifford’s-inn . A 5 
otag Peat? bray Pe Windsor ; and Great Percy-street, Pentonvill 
Richard, 7 3, Warwick-street, Pimlico ..... rat cries ‘ 
rt, Cosloage, Northumberland -  @G. Armstrong, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Diver, Charles § aK street, Bedford-row ; and Great Yarmouth »  €.H. Chamberlin, Great Yarmouth. 
A., Hampstead - R. Bray, R. A. Warren, and G. Harding, Gt. Russell-st 
why to} Newton; and Comp ton-street East, Brunswick-square .. ri dige Burton-upon-Trent. 
Wynn — , 44, ‘snton- ret, Gray ‘s-inn- road ; Uckfield ; and Bartlett’s- 6 LP, jun., Uckfield ; J. D. Finney, Farnival’s- 


oF P. - Wood, Raymond’s-buildings; T. A. Fellowes, Chip- 


Evans, Edward, 1 1, Victoria-terrace, Stockwell at J. a Cannon-row, Westminster. 
‘ord, Wharton, 8 * Lincoln’s-inn-fields ‘ M. Ford, Lincoln’ 's-inn-fields. 
Ea 13, Motcomb-st., Wilton: and Pr t., Manchester .. ‘_ 
Fortescue, William Crawford, 8, Guildford-street, Russell- cages s Pym and Pimlico. . Fh ag 
tl Witham, 18, Trinidad- “place, Liverpool- z Turnle 
harles Joseph, 22, Great Percy-street, Pentonville aber, Cepnce. siren ne T. Gratton, Chesterfield. 
ie tisieal, 1, Trinity-place, Charing-cross ; ae wee Portland-place ;. teas Trinity-place. 
H. W. Ra’ , Gray’s-inn-square. 





eo  Litburne, 4, Douro-place, Kensin, 
rbert William, 9, ae ee peecla-cesd} and South Grove Prcand Mild- 


stay park, Stoke Newington... Soghedeih dphe FyGbetbas ce Save cbbodeccedebivas disco J. A. Freeman, Brighton. 
Hore, Fraser Salter, Dulwich.........cs.sesessesees Pei Ty" Regessbeiess sabdiubececniases J. Hore, Lincoln's inn-felds W. J. Williams, Brighton ; 


H. S. Westmacott, John-street, Bedford-row. 
Hotzon, Campbell Majoribanks, 1, Park-crescent, Church-street, ie Newington; and 
J. Hotson, Stratton St. Mi 


Stratton St. 
Houfisell, Edward, Bridport ; and King’s-road, Bedford-ro W. 8. Shoob p Revers | oe, Reger 
Howlett,” Francis John, Bowthorpe ; Guildford-street ; pay Goirer-pirenk sande Vedessescses ‘ , Norwich ; i.’ Cooke, oe Caer F - 
sell, Norwich. 
Hoyle, George William, Rotherham ; G@tay’s-inn-square ; and Lombard-street R. Marsh, jun., Rotherham ; W. F. Hoyle, Rotherham. 
Hunt, Henry Edward, Nottingham; and Great James-street, Bedford-row..............- - W. Hunt, Nottingham. 
William Henry, 5, Holford-street, Pentonville ; and Stratford-upon-Avon . . A. 
-upon-Hull ; and Chesterfield- street, King’s-cross 
rlisle ; — Church- -terrace, Kentish-town .........,se5--+s one 


, William Browne, 22, Caltho: Toi Guildford-street 
Leigh, ‘John Thomas, Gorton, near chester ; and Shaftesbury-crescent, Pimlico . ,Ashton-under-Lyne ; H. Wheeler, Manchester ; 
Great James-street, Bedford- “TOW. 


Southampton. 


Fi aly Siraiton 8 
, Edward, 8 
» Ham 


9 Robert, Ta 


Kilburn 
"Whllain Thomes, 16 Wettord-scuans, Clerkenwell ; ‘and Rugby . Sbeabine sbeswnes 
Walter, Ludlow; and Bernard-street, square 


Primrose, 4, Lloyd-square ; and Bedfotd-row : ‘ E. Freestone, Norwich ; H Bedford-row. 
Richard 0, Laopd-ojare, Penton and Liverpool J. H. Onions, Market Drayton ; Ww. Faw ie tyrer, Liverpool. 

se34 ‘well, South Shields. 
Wietha ace, Clay Southwark ; E. G. Craig, Braintree. 


pton 8. F. 
John, Western-hill, Durham G. Smith, Durham. 
32, Albany-street, Regent’s-park ; Taviton-street, Gordon-8q.; and Taunton 4G. B. Hume, Great James-street, Bedford-row ; W. Giles, 


Cecil, Shrewsbury ; and Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury . 
Courcy, Shrewsbury ; and Great Russell-street, Bloom sbury cccsceseves ° 
Edward Russell, 15, Ebury-street, Chester-square ; Bristol ; and Bedford-row 
William Taylor, 16, Compton-street East ; Brunswick-square ; Burton-upon-Trent ; 
and New Boswell-cou: 
vata ti Whitehead, 118, Great Russell-street, rrp icaecade Martock ; Bernard-st. ; 
Cave! HBQUATS orc ccccccccccvesaveccccvcsceesece hanateeseoce 
Abraham, 11, Gibson-square, Islington ; “and Nottingham 
iit Henry PS 17 Spring- gardens, Whitehall 


SOCOM e Ree EO REMOTES HEF OTTO OOS e eo eee eeeeeeeeee 


, ee ‘Kei eeeeeeetoeeeeee smont-pluce, Queen's-road, Dalston; and 
Cah Be vigiy 4, Garemont place, Queens-road, Baiton; wad 
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Clerk’s Name and Residence. 


Watson, Thomas, 26, Great Percy-street, Pentonville.......ccecccescsveccccssecccesssees 
Webb, John, Kenilworth; and 52, Drummond-street, Euston-square...ssesscecseseesesees 
Weld, Walter, 4, Dorset-street, Baker-street; and Great George-street..........ssceseeeee 


White, Jasper Leavens, Rawdon, near Leeds; and 34, Wharton-street, Lloyd-square 
Wilkinson, Benjamin Gay, 26, Carlton-cottages, Brunswick-st., Dover-road; and Whitehall. 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
J, Richardson, Thirsk ; T. Tayloe, Scott’s-yard, Cannop. 
street. . 
A. Simcox, Birmingham; W. Flux, Ironmonger. 
City : W.S. Poole, Kenilworth. ee 
T. S. Shuttleworth, Preston ; J. P. Fearon, Gt. George-st, 
E.J. le, ; T. G. Teale, Leeds, 
T. D, Calthrop, Whitehall-place. 


Woodall, William Otter, 26, Alfred-street, Bedford-square ; King’s Bench-walk, Temple ; and 


. oe 


see eeeweeeeeseesene 


Dina sincaecanbah es eac halen sas $0000 
Wooler, William George, 80, Cambridge: terrace, Hyde-park; and Durham...........+++++ 


T. H. Hodgson, Carlisle. 
W. C. Newby, Stockton-upon-Tees. 


Pursuant TO JuDGES’ ORDERS. 


Curling, Henry Onslow, Weirdale Villa, Earl’s-street, Kensington ; and Clifford’s-inn.. 
Mason, James, 6!, Sydney-street, Brompton; and Henrietta-street, Cavendish-square 


Noteutt, Stephen Abbott, jun., 32, Regent-square ; and Ipswich 
Peters, Daniel John, 13, Rochester-road, Camden-town 
Philp, William Robert, Hayes, Middlesex ............s006 


J. Weymouth, Clifford’s-inn. 
J. Simpson, Henrietta-street. 
8. A. Notcutt, Ipswich. 
H. Abbott, Bristol. 

sees  W. Philp, Bucklersbury. 








Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 
BIRTHS. 


BELLASIS—On Feb. 16, at Northwood-house, St. John’s-wood, the wife 
of Mr. Serjeant Bellasis, of a son. 

CARR—On Feb. 12, the wife of Anthony Carr, Esq., Solicitor, Lough- 
borough-park, Brixton, of a son. 

COLERIDGE—On Feb. 15, at 6 Southwick-crescent, the wife of J. D. Cole- 


ge, Esq., of a son. 
CRAFTER On Feb. 11, at 10 Doughty-street, the wife of George Crafter, 


Esq., of a son 
HOOPER—On Feb. 13, at 18 Bedford-circus, Exeter, the wife of Henry 
Wilcocks Hooper, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
JENNINGS—On Feb. 10, the wife of Edward B. Jennings, Esq., Burton- 
upon-Trent, Solicitor, of a son. 
LIGHTFOOT—On Feb. 16, at Orsett-place, Westbourne-terrace, the wife 
of Henry W. Lightfoot, Esq., of a daughter. 
MASON—On Feb. 13, at 16 Blomfield-terrace, Harrow-road, the wife of 
jason, Esq., of a son. 
. 14, at 6 Connaught-place West, Hyde-park, the wife of 
Charles James Monk, Esq., of a daughter. 
SMITH—On Feb. 11, at 6 Ladbrooke- villas, Notting-hill, the wife of Robert 
Smith, Esq., of a daughter. 
LLE—On Feb. 11, at 13 Porchester-square, the wife of 
Stafford Somerville, Esq., of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 


BROOKE—JETTER-00n Feb. 10, at the church of the Holy Trinity, 
Brom. by the Rev. C. J. the Rev. Henry E. Brooke, third 
son of William Brooke. Esq., Q.C., Master in the Irish Court of Chancery, 
to Maria, eldest daughter of the Rev. J. A. Jetter. 

GARDINER—POTTER-— On Feb. 10, at St. George's, ogy by the 
Rev. Tay Leaver, M.A., Thomas, youngest son of John Bull Gardiner, 
Esq., of Surbiton, to Charlotte Henrietta, third surviving daughter of 
George William Killett Potter. Esq., Secoi of London. 

PHILLIPS—CHANNELL— On Feb. 11, at the parish church, Marylebone, 
by the Rev. Arthur Canney, the Rev. George Phillips, of Jesus College, 
Oxford, M.A., senior curate of St. George’s, Ramsgate, to Gertrude 
Marianne, only surviving daughter of Sir William Fry Channell, one of 
the Barons of her Majesty’s Court of, Exchequer. 

SHERWOOD—ABBOTT—On Feb. 10, at St. George’s, Bloomsbury, by the 
Rev. Edward Theed, M.A., Vice-Provost of King’s College, Cambridge, 

Sherwood, youngest son of Thomas Sherwood, Esq., of Leaming- 
ton, Warwickshire, to Mary Anne, only daughter of the late Charles 
Thelwal Abbott, Esq., of Gower-street, and New-inn. 

WALLIS—POWER—On Feb. 9, at St. Andrew’s Church, Westland-row, 
Dublin, by the Rev. Robert Meyler, John E. Wallis, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple, fervier-et-Lew, to Anna, only daughter ef Robert Power, Esq. 


DEATH. 
RUSHWORTH—On Feb. 11, at Oak-cottage, Holloway, George Allenby 
Rushworth, Esq., Solicitor, 10 Staple-inn, Holborn, aged 55. 
——_ > 
Gnclarmed Stock in the Bank of England. 
The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties clawing the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


Aper, Wim114M Moore, Esq., Wootten-under-Edge, Gloucestershire, and 
Ricnarp Biacpen, Esq., Uley, Gioucestershire, £1478 : 14: 10 Consols. 
Claimed by Emma Aver, Widow, and Rev. Tuomas Cox, Clerk, the sur- 
viving executors of WiLL1aAM Moore Apey, who was the survivor. 

AvrreEre, Puitir Norris, Esq., Scarning, Norfolk, £357 : 6 : 10 New 3 per 
Cents.—Claimed by Paizip Norris AUFRERE. 

Brapsy, MaTTaEew , Esq., Georce Ep, Esq., and Cuartes Ep- 
MUND RUMBOLD, Esq., all of Southampton, and Witt1am Watton, Gent., 
King’s-road, Bedford-row, Fourteen Dividends on £6666 : 13:4 Reduced. 
—Ciaimed by WittiamM Joun Law and Mapewick Spicer Davison, the 
acting executors of Coartes Epmunp RuMBOLD, who was the survivor. 

Brices, Kev. Joun, Eton College, Frances Emity Tayier (now wife of 
Rev. George Wallace, of ), and ADELatpE Davipona Mazia 
TaYLenr, , Stoke N Eleven Dividends on £129: 1:5 

— by Frances Emrty WaALLAce. 
» Donornr, Widow, Cleveland-row, St. James, One Dividend on 
: 17: 7 Consols.—Claimed by Exiza Beprorp, Widow, the sole 


Exizazers, Spinster, Collingbourne, One Dividend on £1106 : 3: 7, 
and One Dividend on £906 : 3: 7 Consols.— Claimed Wi 

28, administrator, with 

Exizasets, Widow, Kennington-place, 
dend on £2100 34 per Cents.—Ciaimed by Jonn 
executors. 
Exusort, Gzonce Hexry, Liecut.-Col., Binfield-pk., Berks, One Dividend 

= Sane Aanctine~Kinknel by Genes Taree Ent, Esq., acting 





Enotzy, Patience, Spinster, Stroud, £48 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by 
Haxrgiotr DowpEsWELL, Widow, administratrix. 

Forp, Taomas, Plumber, Lambeth-walk, £50 Reduced.— Claimed by 
Tuomas Forp. 

Hopson, Tuomas, Esq., Lewes, Sussex, and EpwarD KENwARD, Gent, 
Uckfield, Sussex, Four Dividends on £346 : 13: 10 New 34 per Cents, 
—Claimed by Epwarp Kenwarp. 

KEBBELL, Mark, Gent., Brighton, Sussex, £280 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed 
by Mark KEBBELL. 

KEET, Susanna, Widow, Hadley, Middlesex, One Dividend on £55 : 9:8 
per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by Rev. RicHarD CRAWLEY, the 
surviving executor. 

Leicu, James Henry, Esq., Portman square, Middlesex, £105 : 10 : 2 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by Right Hon. Marcarette, Dowager Baroness Letcu, 
Widow, and Hon. Epwarp Turner Boyp TwisLeTon, executors of Right 
Hon. Cuanpos, Baron Leica, who was the surviving executor of James 
Henry Leica. 

MELLor, GeorGe CHartEs, Esq., London-road, Derby, certain Dividends o 


sums of 3 per Cent. Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Tuomas VERNON MELLOR, 


one of the executors. 

Mortimer, Rev. Hans Sanpers, Barham, Kent, One Dividend on £1340 
Navy 5 per Cents.—Claimed by Mary Mortimer, Widow, the sole exe- 
cutrix. 

Murray, WALTER, Esq., Upper Berkeley-street, Berkeley-square, Joan 
Lawrtg, Esq., Charies-street, St. James’s, and JAMES KoBin:on GREIG, 
Esq., Blackheath, Kent, £364: 11 : 4 Consols—Claimed by Jamzs 
Rosinson GREIG, the survivor. 

O’Grapy, Witx14M, Esq., Orford, Suffolk, Two Dividends on £758 :9:8 
Consols.—Claimed by Henry W1Lt1AM Broox, one of the executors 
Percy, Right Hon. Basit, Earl of Densicn, Rev. ALFRED CHARNLEY Law- 
RENCE, Sandhurst. Hon. WitttaM Bacot, Blithfield, Staffordshire, & 
CuarLes Bacor, Lieutenant-Colonel in the Army, Two Dividends on 
£2833 : 18: 1 Consols.—Claimed by Basit Pexcy, Earl of Densica, & 

ALFRED CHARNLEY LAWRENCE. 

Pratt, Freperic THomas, D.C.L., Doctors’ Commons, and Danie, Suite 
Bocxstr, Gent., Lincoln’s-inn-fields, £112: 4: 0 Consols.— Claimed by 
FreDezic THomas Pratt and Daniet Smitn BockETT. 

Prower, Joun, Clerk, Purton, Wilts, & Joun Mernotr STEPHENS, Esq., 
Gl ter, Two Dividends on £2369 : 14 : 10 Consols. aimed 
Ayna STEPHENS, Widow, administratrix of John Merrott Stephens, who 
was the survivor. 

PRENDERGAST, THOMAS, Esq., Madras, & Canotine Lucy PrenpEncast, his 
Wife, Four Dividends on £600 New 3} per Cents.—Claimed by Taomas 
PRENDERGAST. 

Raikes, WiLt1aM MaTuew, Merchant, London, & W1LL1aM GaRretT, Esq., 

rtsmouth, One Dividend on £2094: 4: 10 Consols.—Claimed by 
Exveanor Purvis Garrett, Spinster, administratrix, with the will an- 
nexed, de bonis non of William Garrett, who was the survivor. 

Ricuarps, Rev. Georce, D.D., Rector of St. Martin’s-in-the-fields, £300 
Consols.—Claimed by the Right Hon. Sir Joun PatreEson, the surviving 
executor. 

Roginson, Hester, Spinster, Upper Gower-st., £230 : 0: 0 Consols.— 
Claimed by Tuomas PaynTer and ArTHun WaLrorp, the surviving 
executors. 

Savory, ExizaBetn, Spinster, St. John’s-lane, Smithfield, and Many Sats- 
Ley, Widow, Vauxhall-st., Kennington, £3: 10: 0 per annum Annnity 
for terms of years ending Jan. 5, 1860.—Claimed by Exizasera Savost, 
the survivor. 

Setwrn, Henry, Esq., War Office, One Dividend on £1600 34 per Cents.— 
Claimed by Epmunp Wuitte, his executor. : 

Tuornton, Lieutenant-Colonel Goprrex, Queen Ann-street, Cavendish- 
square, One Dividend on £1469: 13 : 11 Consols.—Claimed by Hasar 
TuornTON and CuaRLes JonNn Pearse, the executors. 

TownsenD, Capt. Tuomas, Barrackmaster at Fort Garry, North America, 

a Dividends on £309 : 5:7 34 per Cents.—Claimed by Taomas 
‘OWNSEND. 

Unwin, Josern, Esq., Calthorpe-st., Guildford-st., One Dividend on £50 

per ann. Annuities.—Claimed by Joun Dovrty, the acting executor. 


————_——>———- 


Qheirs at Raw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
Arxkinson, Axn, Daughter of the late William Grewer, of Plaistow, Essex 
(who died in 1810), and Widow of Edward Atkinson, Farmer, formerly of 
Plaistow, but latterly of the Weighbridge, in the Mile-end-road (who 
in 1844). Her next of kin to apply to C. G., 7 Dean-street, 
road East. 





Broox®, Letitia, Wife of Robert Brooke, Gent. 
gate; before her ep Letitia Hardi: 
to send in particulars of 
citors, Margate, or W. H. E. Duncan, 35 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Coxt1s, Grorcs (who died abroad). His next of kin to apply to the Soli- 
citor of the Treasury. 
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An Absolute Reversion to one-ninth share or part of £18,944: 1:6 Thre® 
English Funds. per Cent. Consolidated Bank py the whole sum Is eubjoct 9 
‘annon. — anni amounting altogether to yable on the death of a 
r-lane, Exotisu Founps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. now in her 56th year.—Sold for £790. " 
om Bak Stock —».++-++e++ alot tal gé | 96 lark | Leasehold. Nos. ties 5, tert are, nyse Mile End, four 
3per Cent. Red. Ann.. 955 ¢ 96 | 966.6. | houses, jarge yard, and ; held for 42 years from March; 1859 ; 
aper Cent, Cons Ann. 96 #1953 8 4 954 | 95h |95$ 4 y ; 

New 3 per Cent. Ann...| 95 8 | 905 2 964 (96 4 free from pode geet + 7 for £1100, 

oly gf gma \. ee a . ee ee By Messrs. E. Fox & Bous 

DL dansthens veswh 96 + «=|L 316] 1h a in Freehold, “ Ripple Vale-house,” Ripple, near Walmer, cm marine resi- 
» papeernrnen- 5, dence, ‘and six acres of ornamental grounds.—Sold for £2100. 

cebeeseccecocel ce eo ee oe ee oe Leasehold, No. 16, Carburton-street, Portland-road, Marylebone, busines® 

sar veatecoxp: Jan. 5, premises ; let on lease at £55 per annum ; also a warchouse in the rear 

Phe, on Py oe oh ‘ib 15-16 | .. ve crag estimated value, £20 per annum, Soe ee 

years . TO) Dece! 
 iccvecetccel ce <f MU OOO nc Ls Mido as “x a i in 

IndiaStock............| 219 21) 221 Py’ oe 219 ee 

India Loan Debentures. 984 4 | 989 | 98 4 | 9848] 98 98} 4 By Messrs. Bowes & BELLINGHAM. 

India Scrip, ue} ve +e +e ° +. * hold, Tunlow field, West-end, Ipitioes: 1$ acres of meadow land; 
red by India Bons £1,000) --|18s22sp) 15s p | 15s p ois 183 p a. bar a annual value, £6.—Sold for £70. ‘ 

Tah, ils (£1000 ita **  |aesdasp|3asa5spla6s asp] |. SP | Leasehold Premises, Neal’ Neal's-yard, Great St. Andrew's-street, St. Giles: 
ed by Ditto Pip Pag * 1338358 p 343 p 368398 p term, 99 years from 29th Soptamber, 1842, at a peppercorn ; let at £28 
Gent Exch. Bills (4500s ME ed ie he, SPT a ens nie ir ang 9 28 
Cents, Ditto “ 36s p |33s36sp| .. ‘ee aia The Reversion to one-third ‘part of £2000, Three per Cent. Consols., re- 

Exch. ills (Suaall) star, 33s p | 34s a 33s p| 38sp| .. ceivable on the death of a gentleman, 60 years, provided the 
aimed Ditto June| 36s p | 36s p | 36s p “a ty: os reversioner, aged 21 years, survive the elder. — Sold for £100. 

pices *° . .- . +e Lis Sass © 9 Bete, cand 02 ees, So Se cup of O500? 5 3 ll, - ies 
29:8 *e +. . +. . . ree per Cent. Ann together with two policies jurance 
Y, the 7 bate . 1858, 34 £320.—Sold for £390. ; 

nt. 

Con . ‘ By Mr. F. Taytor. 
sEIGH, = tne a “2 SLE = Leasehold, No. 16, Baker-street, Portman-square, residence and confec- 
be tioner’s shop; term, 29 years from Lady-day next; -rent, 
cred £10: 10:0 perannum ; let on lease at £110 per annum.—Sold for £1420. 
a By Messrs. Baker & Mortey. 

RalLways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. Leasehold, No. 5, Riding-house-street, Langham-place; term, 60 years 
E1340 from April, 1856; ground-rent, £15 per annum; let at £55 per annum. 
) exe- pond —Sold for £500. 

Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. ee oe oe oe os 
Jom Bristol and Exeter sean = icy \s5i's 8 = } } Av Garrawat’s.—By Mr. Lerecaitp. 

—_ Chester and Holyhead... ht 493g] .. 40g 9 | 485 wo 3 Freehold, “ Brook Farm,” Great Badden, Essex, comprising residence o and 
Pree eerregy o- oe . 5: omes abou acres arabie 2) ow 3 

: Bastern Counties ......| 62 | 62§2| ;. | 62 623 |62 lease for 14 years from Michaelmas, 1857, at £100 per annum.—Sold for 
a8 Eastern Union A. Stock em 2 
Nie itto B.S eave S ee 42 ue et it —————— 
ape Tainburgh and Gissgow! <2 | aa | <2 | rig | ad | ates 

jasgow| .. oe 1 

4: Bain. Perth,and Dundee! .. | 29 | 39h | .. | .. 204 § Lonvon Gazettes, 

Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. os oe ee oe 
site = oA. Si arses as 105 4§ tai ma 105 | 105 { 

itto A, Stock ....| 8 oy 8 89 es 89 
aly quite B. Stock ....| .. eS 8 .. {1374 8 Hew fAembers of Parliament. 

it. South & West. (Ire. oe oe. x6 rT 7| 104 Turspay, Feb. 15, 1859. 
ig Great Weste ee he 56k § |563 7h 7 [et seg renege : 
who Do. Sime Viv. G. Stk.| .. re vb z sn Rts oo S—™ Right Hon. James Whiteside, vice George Alex- 

Lancaster lisle ..| .. s° 86 ee ee oe ander Hamilton, 4 

& Yorkshire] 95% 3 5 96 958 &| 953 95$ Town or GaLway.—John Orrell Lever, Esq., vice Anthony O’Flaherty, Esq. 
his Lon. Brighton & S. Coast rect 83]1093 9 | 1093 1 NB 2 

09 109; x ; * 
MAS London & North-Wstrn..| 954 a 52 | 964 of nnn 96 5§ (953 F bor om: or OxrorD.—The Right Hon. William Ewart Gladstone, re- 
199., London & South-Westrn.| 93 24 | 924 3 |93 2% § 923 3 | .. 925 3 : 
by Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 38 | 38t | 38¢ | 38f | .. | 38§ Famar, Feb. 16, 1850. 
an- “ory Pore secs 101g | | 101F 2 [1025 § a 1g} 102 | 102§ | Boroven or GneEnwicH.—David Salomons, Esq., of Great Cumberland- 
laa DY) +s * oo - 77 6 place, Hyde-park, one of the Aldermen of the City of London. 

i North British ........|62} 1$ |62 13 2] °° | Gig 3 | 613 1 |61g 50g | Town ap Port or Hyrae.—Mayer Amschel de Rothschild, commonly 

North-Eastern (Brwck.)} 933 | 933 § ost 93 } 935 po called the F agg Mayer Amschel de Rothschild, vice Sir John William 

ve Ditto Leeds ......| .. 4844 se ‘ 4 Ramsden . 
a ghia York ..0:200-)08 4g] atlas | bette ; 
ON sesecves| oe ee ee 102: 102, ssi int 
“! Some Wen Fay ts ee es 304 rs sad Commissioner to administer Oaths in Chancery. 
nity ag grein eee ee “ . ae ee Frupay, Feb. 18, 1859. 
.E. leenStk.| .. ve “ oe Je “s 
a Do. Seotsh. Mid. Stk] 8 | .. | °: *$ nae "9 Mearns, Jostan, Gent., Epworth, Lincolnshire. 
as Inion...... or ee or ee : 
E as 37 |3783] .. | a7ae Bankrupts. 
ie = 74 74 | .. «| 74g 4 
er if 03 a be Turspax, Feb. 15, 1859. 

2: 80 ss : 777 COSTA, Jupan, & Cuar.es Davis, Foreign Importers, 30 Minories. Com. 
ca, Goulburn: Feb. 28, at 11; and Mar. 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
LAs Ensurance Companies, Pennell. Sot, Peddell, 142 Cheapside. Pet. Feb. M4. 

PAID. SHARE. FOWLER, Wittiam, Grocer, Bradford, Com. West:Mar: 3 and 25, at 
ce ar Spey eAang pige es tush nati 7 10 a rr gre 115 Commereial-bidgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. Sols. Bond & Bar- 
a Law Life 3 5 0 en » Leeds. Pet. Feb. 11. 
rs R . : 400 a = gp Mae ary Boge g Merchant, pieminghon. o Sanders: 
Coccccccececccocce os 28, at 1 18, at 11; Birm 4 Whitmore. 
Law Reversionarv Interest........ 25 0 0 93 6 8 bh tee Knight, Hanninghans Pee bebe 12. 
Legal and General Life ...... $e a KNOTT, Joan, Draper, vhauihinns Com. Fane: Mar, 1, at 1.30; and 29, 
London and ProvincialLaw ...... $12 6 = .. at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Graham. Sols. Turner & Turner. 
- vies Pet. Feb. 9. 
ws RATTRAY, Tuomas, omnee, 18 Bedford-pl.. Commercial-ra. East 
Com. Fonblanque : eb. 22, at 12.30; a jar. 18, at 1; le 
al- Estate Exchange Report. Of’. Ass. Graham. Sol, Holmer, 24 Bucklersbury. Pet. Feb. 9. 
’ Ss onpani oes James Winpsor, Builder, North-st., eee om —! 
ee (For the week ending February 17, 1859.) eb. 28, at 12; and Mar. 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. ‘ Nicholson. 
in Sol. Moss, 15 Fish-st.-hill, Pet. Feb. 14, 
of At THE Mant.--By Messrs. Foster. TIBBS, Wut1am, Leather Manufacturer, Kelton, Rutlandshire. Cont. 
Freehold Building Ground, St. Catherine’s-road, Notting-hill, three plots.— Fane: Feb. 25,at2; and Mar. 25, at 1.30; OF. Ass. 


Sold for £1395, 











Whitmore. Sols. Turner & Turner. Pet, Feb. 10. 
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Famar, Feb. 18, 1659. 


oy, Fis & Shoe Maker, Wolverhampton. om. Sanders: 
3 & 24, gE Phi tinthene Off. Ass. Whitmore, oe 
ford & Parkes, W olverhampton ; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet 
me. Samvst, Worsted ee Wakefield. Com, West: Mar. 
8 & 25, at 11; Commercial-bidgs, Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. ach. 
rison & Nettleton, Wakefield ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Feb. 9. 
‘aRD, Corn Factor, Chatham, og Ok Goulburn: Mar. 


HEWITT. 

at 1.30; and A 4, M Ass. Pennell. Sol. 
Fonte, Jom, 19 Baeveey Sete, Pet Feb. At. 
LANGDALE, Joun, Innkeeper, UF Crmmérca 

Mar. 8, at 12; and 4, at 11; Commercial-b! ride’ Leste. Se” OF ass. 
He,” So harlandy Lath. Pe 4 wae 


LONGSTAFF, Ricnarp Hew nfrndhisn he ‘sy Rotmer'e- town. Com. 
Fane: Feb.'95 and April 1, at li; Teanghalet, . dss. Cannan. 
ing = Bradbury, & Hardwick, Weavers’- Basinghall-st. 
NEWTON, Wonrtan eT pat; Banga ‘ age FF bm 
at 1; far. 24, at 1; Basinghall- ‘obngon. 
Sot. Bastard, 25 Philpot-lane. Pet. Feb. 17, 
POLAK, Bernuarp, Foreign Importer, 17 Beenie . Com, » ek 
Px! t Mar. 1, at 2.20, & 29, at 1.20; niga FS 
Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 he ow ag Pe Feb. 16 16. 
PURSSELI, James, Confectioner, 78 & 80 Cornhill, and | South-pl., Herne- 
Com. Fane: Mar, 3, at 2; aod Apal iat Basinghall-st. Of. 
aa Whites, Sols, Crowder, Maynard, Son, & ‘Lawford, 57 Coleman- 
st. Pet. Feb, 9. 
SCOTT, Josuva, Cloth Mannfacturer, Thackley, Yorkshire. Com. Ayr. 
: Mar. 8 and 29, at 11; et ante. . Ass. 
Sols. Dawson, Bradford ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. ‘Feb. 4. 
TAYLOR, Taomas Coutson, House Decorator, 40 Conduit-st., Hanover- 


‘ om. Holroyd : Mar. lat 1; and Mar. 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
OM. Ass. Lee. . Harrison & Beal, 19 Bedford-row. Pet. Feb. 15. 


2 By aay pale ghey yilthoy Liverpool. 
Com. Perry: Mar. 3 and 24, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Bird. Sol. 
Thornley, Liverpool. Pet, Feb. 14, 

WILLIAMS, Wiit14Mm, Grocer, 122 Commercial-st., Newport, Monmouth- 
shire. Com, Hill: Mar. 1 and 29, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. 

, Bristol. Pet. Feb. 9. 


5 


Sols. Bevan & 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Torspay, Feb. 15, 1859. 
Faancis, Taomas, Plasterer, 6 Cross-st., Islington. Feb. 8, 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TugspaY, Feb, 15, 1859. 


Atxinson, Josgrn, Outfitter, Blackpool. Mar. 10, at 12; Liverpool. 


Bartow, Cuantes, Dealer in Boots & Shoes, 1 Cleveland-sq., Liverpool. 
Mar. 9, at 1; Liverpool. 


Barus, Ricuarp Castte Jover, Shoe een, 3 Lillypot-lane, and 36 
Jewin-st. Mar. 9, at 12.30; 


Dees, Rowse, Tailor, 21 Clifford-st., tl Mar. 8, at 12; Basing 
Cigeen, Jone Waren, Ironmonger, Bury St. Edmunds. Mar. 9, at 12; 
Davres, Cus, & Epwazp Davies, jun., Soap eee mote - mea 
mere Port, Whitby, Cheshire; E. Davytes, jun., carrying on 
asa Coal Slate Merchont at Oswestry, Welahpocl. Garth | min, —— 
Newton, Montgomeryshire. Liverpool ; 
Joint and sept. est. f : 


Gasrrix, James, Poulterer, Liverpool. Mar. 10, at 12; Liverpool. 

Hopson, Narsantua, Joiner & Builder, Sheffield, Feb. 26, at 10 ; Sheffield; 
after an adjournment sine die. 

Hompnrers, Witt1am, Corn Merchant, Liverpool. Mar. 9, at 1; 


ey James Netson, Sail Maker, Newport, Monmouth. Mar. 17, at 11; 


Liver- 


mM en James, Shawl & Cloak Warehonseman, Liverpool. Mar. 10, at 
12; Liverpool. 


Mrrcumtt, Tuomas, Coal Dealer, Preston, Lancashire. Mar. 17, at 12; 

Manchester. 
Moncaw, Jouw CLARKE, , Hereford. Mar. 11, at il; - 
nr Tana p sean ’ Birming. 


Beem, Dente tow Meee, ts advertiond tm Gaze of Feb, 11), Hatter, 
Snargate-st ., Dover. Mar. 4, at 12.20; Basinghall-st 


Papasnsos, Rowzanp, Innkeeper, Blackburn. Mar. il; at 12; Man- 


Peas, Josrrn, Scrivener, Ruthin. Mar. 23, at 11; Liverpool. 


Scampron, Rosexr, “Worsted Spinner, Leicester. Mar. 15, at 10.80; 
Birmingham. 


Years, James Szsastian, Stock & Share Broker, 6 Bank-cham! 
bury, Mar. 9, at 12.36; Basinghall-st. eiveeel 
Farwar, Feb. 18, 1859, 

Bovews, Jouy, Builder, Cardiff. Mar. 17, at 11; Bristol. 


Borien, Srusevey, Canwsroruen Baker, & Caantes Epwazp Burien, 
Wire Drawers, Birmingham. Mar. y ia eb 18 5 Seeennidthane. 
Borros, Epwaxp, Butcher, Windmill-st., Gravesend. Mar. 11, at 12; Ba- 


es Provision Merchant, 9 Crosby-row, Walworth-rd. Mar. 





Evans, Caartes James, & Hewry aed Coppers, Beer-lane ‘aa 
Evans). Mar. 14, at 1; Basinghall-st. ey 
Gover, Epwarp THomas, Stationer, Bull's Head-ct., Newgate-st. * 
11, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Hart, Josern, Licensed Yneertier Queen’s Head Public-house 
lane, Blackfriars. Mar. 1, at 1; Basinghall-st. thy odie. tron Fe 
Henpersow, Rosert, Cabinet Maker, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. Mar, ina 
11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Hopson, NaTHanret (and not Hupsow, as advertised in last <a 
zette), Joiner, Sheffield. Feb. 26, at ‘10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 4 


Hoveuron, Henry, Merchant, 48 Friday-st., and 14 Watling-st. Mar, Ii, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 


Marston, Witt1am, Yarn Merchant, Manchester. Mar. 7, at 125 Man. 
chester. 

Masson, Jonny, Merchant, Lime-st.-sq. Mar.11, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Ottver, WiLtaM Lemon, Stock Broker, 4 Austin Friars, Mar. 1, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. (by adjt. from Jan. 14 ) 


Witicock, WILLIAM ar, Builder, late of Lucan-pl., Hoxton. Mar, My at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. 


WittiaMs, JAMES, esens, Mountain Ash, Lilanwonno, Glamorganshirg, 
Mar. 24, at 11; Bristol. 


Wrett, Exisan, Miller, Shipdham, Norfolk. Mar. 11, at 11.30; Basing. 
hall-st. 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tuespayr, Feb. 15, 1859. 


Brenpom, Cart, Licensed Victualler, Liverpool. Mar. 10, at 11; Liver 
pool. 


Coxtins, WitLiaM, Draper, 5 & 6 Rydon-ter., City-rd. Mar. 10, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 


Dawson, Grorce, Gunmaker, Grantham. Mar. 15, at 11; Nottingham. 

Foster, ANN, Grocer, Eynsham. Mar. 10, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Monument, Henry, Victualler, Britannia Tavern, 4 Caroline-pl., 
Mar. 9, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

en Wir11aM, Wire Worker, 370 Oxford-st. Mar. 9, at 11; Basing- 


City-ni. 


Ropins, Josern, Corn Dealer, Dartford. Mar. 9, at 11.30; Basinghall-st, 


Fripay, Feb. 18, 1859. 
Davies, Joun, Builder, 122 Tachbrooke-st. Mar. 11, at 1.30; Basinghall- 
st. 


MARCHANT, WILLIAM, oon onan, Rendezvous-st., Folkestone. Mar, 
11, at 1.30; Basinghall 

Mozear, Joun, po ie Sheerness. Mar. 11, at 11; Basinghall-st, 

Srurragp, James, Cotton Spinner, Albion-st., Manchester (Struttard & 
Co.) Mar. 14, at 12; Manchester. 

Wrvrez, Henry Louis, Mill Owner, 21 New North-st., Finsbury. Mar. 
11, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 

Tuespay, Feb. 15, 1859. 


| Wit11am, Glove Manufacturer, 1 Martin-st., Exeter. Feb, 9, 2nd 
jass, 


Baxztow, CHartes, Hatter, 1 Cleveland-pl., Liverpool. Feb. 7, 1st class. 


Barton, Joun, Silk Manufacturer, Spring-gar., Manchester (Barton & Oo.) 
Feb. 12, 3rd class, after a suspension of 12 months. 


Buon, Josspu, Money Scrivener, formerly of 42 Lothbury, and 3 Win- 
chester-bldgs., now of 13 Austin-friars, Feb. 14, 2nd class. 


Goan. | , GEorGE, Grocer, 23 St. Peter-st., Lower-rd., Islington. Feb. 11, ant 
class, 


Haasvrr, Tuomas, Wine & Spirit Merchant, North Shields. Feb. 10, ard 


Haguis, Joun, Envelope Manufacturer, 11 College-hill, Thames-st. Feb. 
8, 2nd class. 


Hoge, Epwarp Hatt, Ship Owner, North Shields. Feb. 11, 2nd class. 
Moore, Witt1aM, Innkeeper, Bradford. Feb. 4, 2nd class, 

Perkins, Joun, Ship Owner, Sandwich. Feb. 8, 2nd class. 

Tsomas, Ricnarp, Ship Builder, Conway. Feb. 7, 3rd class, 

Upton, Joun, Plumber, Brighton. Feb. 11, Ist class. 


Fray, Feb, 18, 1859. 


Bensavp, Isaac, Merchant, | South-sq., Finsbury. Feb. 11, 2nd class. 
Cuase, Ricwarp, Cheese Factor, Bristol. Feb. 14, 2nd class. 

Curtton, Witton, Ship Builder, Bishop Wearmouth. Feb. 15, 3rd class. 
Cox, Srepnen, Chemical Manufacturer, Netham Chemical Works, Glou- 


— Templeback, Bristol, and of Brislington, Somersetshire, Feb. Mf, 
2nd ¢) 


Gairrin, Rosert, Cattle Dealer, Stewkley, Buckinghamshire. Feb. 12, 
3rd class. 
Henry, Joseru, Upholsterer, 1 Craven-ter., Craven-hill, Bayswater. Feb. 
10, 3rd class, to be suspended for 6 months. 
ae Coxe, Printer, New-sf-sq., and at 13 Sleane-st. 
st class. 


ae og Witttam, Surgeon, 28a Howland-st., Fitzroy-sq. 


Feb. ll, 

Feb. 12, ist 

Manon, Wiiutam Gow, Bill Broke, 41 Upper Berkeley-st., and Beach- 
Pe xia rd class. 


Dawlish. Feb, 11, 3 
HIBALD, Merchant, 3 Great W: High-st., 
Meeeccennt: ieee Men Feb. 18, Ist class. yates 
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sym, Gxonex, Shipowner, 5 Great Queen-st., Westminster. Feb. 9, 3rd 


Ropert, Boot & Shoe Maker, P ‘tsea. Feb. 9, 2nd class. 
Waratty, James, Farmer, Bourton-on-the-Hill, Gloucestershire. Feb. 14, 
$nd class. 


us, James, Grocer, Mountain Ash, Lilanwouno, Glamorganshire. 
p. 15, 2nd class, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuespay, Fed. 15, 1859. 


au, Li Stable Falmouth. Feb, 8. Trustees, T. 
ye Dirwe ine a reTinis Blacksmith, Falmouth.  Cre- 
ditors to execute on or before May 8. Sol. Rogers, Falmouth. 
JouN, 2s gr Stretton Grandison, Herefordshire. Feb. 8. ie 
FP oun a Ledbury, Herefordshire. Creditors to 
eute on or ee May 8. Sol. sig Ledbury. 
James, 1, Bath, Jan Trustees, J. Cottle, Gent., Salt- 
om ae ee 'W. Neil, Gent., ath. Indenture lies at offices of 
Hellings & Son, Solicitor, 8 Old King-st., Bath. 


Faiway, Feb. 18, 1859. 


Witttam, & Rosert Tassie Cowen, Coopers, Liven. 

. 8. Trustees, D. Kennedy, Timber Merchant, Liverpool; H. Slee- 

man, Wine Mer hant, Liverpool, and others. Sol. Martin, 24 Devon- 
shire-pl., Everton. 

Jowzs, Benzamin, Farmer, Drovers’ Arms. Maesmynis, Brecon. Feb. 8. 
Trustees, J. Jones, Mercer, High-st., Brecon; D. Jones, Farmer, Dys- 
gwylfa, Brecon. "Sol. Bishop, Wheat- st., Brecon. 

Lawson, ANTHONY, Draper, Moreton-st., Westminster. 
W. Morley, jun., Warehouseman, Gutter-lane, London. 
Size-lane. 

Newsor, Chartres, Currier, Northampton. Feb. 11. Trustees, D. Hinton, 
Currier, Northampton; R. Tozer, Oii Merchant, 14 Half Moon-st. Sol. 
Becke, Market-sq., Northampton. 

Pavut, Jonn, Yeoman, Drimptou, Broadwinsor, Dorsetshire. Feb. 14- 

, F. H. Hooke, Yeoman, Crewkerne, Somerset ; W. Bullen, jun., 
‘oman, Wayford, Somerset; J. Paull, Yeoman, Woolmingstone, Crew- 
kerne. Sols. Templeman & Son. kerne. 

Parsons, RosErt. Victualler, Plough, Rupert-st. Jan 24. Trustee, E- 

, Gent., Park-st , Southwark. Sots. Marson, Dudley, & Marson, 
| Anchor-ter., " Bridge- st., Southwark. 

Purwick, Mary, Ripeber, East Cowes. Isle of Wight. Jan. 29. Trustees, 
. King, enwetes, J Isle of Wight; W. Drug’. Yeoman, Whip- 
ham, Isle of Wight. Creditors to execute on or before April 29. Sot. 

i Newport, Isle of Wight. 

Rosson, Wittiam Youne, Flour pester: Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Trustees, T. Pollard, Corn Merchant; J. Cutter, Butcher, both of New- 
¢astle-upon-Tyne. Sol, Scaife, Newcastle- -upon- Tyne. 

Sawer, Tuomas, Draper, Wandsworth. Jan. 31. Trustees, W. Morley, 
jan., Gutter lane; H. W. Castle. Love-lane, Warehousemen. Soi. 
Jones, 15 Size-lane. 

§ura, Jonn, Draper, Park-pl., Barnsbury. 
son, Warehouseman, Watling-st. Sol. Jones, 15 Size-lane. 

Srepuewson, Witt1aM Henry, Mealman. Eton. Feb.7. Trustees, G. 
Snowball, Builder, Slough; @.C. Hetherington, Grocer, Eton. Sol. 
Barrett. Eton. 


Sroxex, Bexsawin. Draper, Gt. Queen-st., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Feb. 3. 
, C. Lindsay, Warehouseman Wond- t., Cheapside; P. H. Eade, 
‘arehouseman, Manchester. Sol. Reed, 59 Friday-st. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Tozspay, Feb. 15, 1859. 


Sreppen, Surgeon, late of Waddington, Lincolnshire (who died 
in or about the month of Sriter, 1857). Ashwell v. Ashwell, V. C. 
— Last for Proof, Mi 

Tuomas, Shoemaker. Siak Bolton (who died in or about the 
‘na (of Now. 1890). Astley e. Brown, V. C. Stuart, Last Day for 


Feb. 4. Trustee, 
Sol. Jones, 15 


Feb. 12. 


Feb. 2. Trustee, H. Robin- 


Pc cathe Manufacturer & Cotton Spinner, Heaton Norris. Lanca- 
(who died in or about the month of Oct. 1846). Horton v. Brockle- 
hurst, M..R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 10. 

Dea, Mary Ann, Widow, formerly of 8 Spencer-st., Clerkenwell, but Jate 
of 14 Henry-st.. Upper Kennington-lane (who died in or about the month 
of Jan. 1858). In re Deal, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 14. 

Gover, Witttam, Hair Dresser, Manchester (who died on Aug. 31, 1957). 
pa) naga Mortgage, Registrar of Manchester District. Last Day 

, Mar. 

Gotdeworrny, Frepertcx, 31 Denman-st., Kensington (who died about 
June, 1858). Goldsworthy v. Goldsworthy. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 16. 

Htato, Jamzs, Gent., Everton, Live on died in Nov., 1848). Ro- 
eg v, Heaton and Others. | Last sat Tov Mar. 15, at the Office 

oda Ae District Court of Liverpool. 


Fea. Bay Caundle, Dorsetshire (who died in or 


— Huddleston, V. C. Kin- 
ee a Mar. , 
Bee Ais pal Gent., at yr died in or about the month of 
|, 1858). Dyson v. v. Dyson, M R. Last Day for Proof, April 12. 
Monnis, Vaenrine, Wine Merchant, Retreat, Battersea, and St. Mary-at- 
hill, London (who died in or about the month of Nov., 1848). St. Clair 
Morris, MR. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 14. 
ns, Joun, Master Mariner, Live: sag ay (who died in or about the month 
May, 1858). Wright v. Pagen Last Day for Proof, Mar. 14. 
. Marx, Solicitor, Bradford (who died on or about Sept. 3, 1858). 
». Pickup, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 10. 
op emery Corn Dealer, Upper Marylebone-st. (who died fh .or 
the month of June, 1850). Powell and Others v. Heather and 
teen fe Wood. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 4. 





Ries, Joun, Yeoman, ern erg Lancashire (who died in 
Sept. 1853). Rigg v. Rigg, V.C Wi Last Day for Proof, Mar. 5. 
Rusuton, James. Great Bolton, te (who died in 1835). Nightin- 

gale v. Rushton and Others, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 7. 

SMALE, James. sen., Farmer, Woodside, Croydon (who died in or about the 
month of Nov. 1854); also JamEs Smave, jun., Farmer, of the same 
ee (who died in or about the month of Feb. 1956). Worn v. Smale, 

C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 11. 


Fatway, Fed. 18, 1859. 


BRrITTLEBANK, JOHN, formerly of Ashborne, Derbyshire, afterwards of 
Newton Leys, Ashborne (who died in or about the month of Feb., 1851). 
Carrington v. Brittlebank, V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 7. 


Cross, Francis, Corn Merchant, Ely (who died in or about the month of 
se Southwell v. Cross, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, 
ar. 12. 


Danay, Henny, Hair Dresser, Nun-st., Newcastle-upon-Tyne (who died in 
or about the month of Sept. 1853). Danby v. Danby, M.R. Last 
Day for Proof, Mar. 14. 

Dickerson, Ann (wife of Thomas Dickerson, Hosier, Ipswich) (who died 
on or about Nov. 22, 1851). Gray v. Dowman, V. C. Kindersley. ast 
Day for Proof, Mar. 16. 

Dix, Curistoruer, 10 Clatemont-row, Barnsbury-rd., Islington (who died 
on Dec. 21, 1857). Banting v. Baldwin, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for 
Proof, Mar. 19. 

Drinewater, Jamas, Cabinet Maker, Birkenhead (who died in or about 
the month of Jan., 1852). Drinkwater (an iniant) e. Scott and Others. 
Last Day for Proof, Mar. 14. 


GaxLanD. Jon, Wombwell, Yorkshire (who died in May, 1857). 
Jenkinson, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 16, 


Grecory, Magrtua, Spinster, Stockton Heath, Appleton (who died in or 
about the muuth of Oct, 1850). Gregory v. Geddes, M. R, Day 
for Proof, Mav 15 

Hatron. Samvet Bivsy, 3 Wiffen-pl., Harleyford-rd., Vauxhall-rd. (who 
gr in or about the month of Mar. ae Hatton v. Attorney-General, 

V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 

Hirst, Fravcts, Innkeeper, Northallerton, ‘rorkshire (who died in or about 
the month of July, 1837). Stubbs v. Tutin, V. C. Stuart. ast Day for 
Proof, Mar. 24. 

Lancaster, Mary Warntneton, Richmond (who died in or about the 
month of Nov. 1858). Im re Lancaster, Grey v. Bensley, V. €. 
Stuart. Last Day for Pro, Mar. 21. 

PrircwarD, Cuartorre, Widow, Tewkesbury (who diéd in or about the 
month of Nov., 1854). Fryzer v. Payne, V. C. Kindersley. ast Day 
Sor Proof. Mar. 16. 

Simpson, James Brows, Solicitor, Richmond, Yorkshire (who died in or 
about Jiine, 1855). Simpson v. Lister & Others, ¥V. C. Kindersley. Last 
Day for Proof, Mar. 25. 

Sxices, RozEgt, Grocer, Doddinghurst, Essex (who died in or about Oct., 
1858). Re Skiggs’ estate, Marriage v. Skiggs, M. R. Last Day for Proof, 
Mar. 21. 

Tuomas, Witttam, Gent., Talwinmaenog, Brecon (who died in or about 
May, 1856). Meredith & Another v. Palfrey & Others, V.C. Wood. Last 
Day for Proof, Mar. 8. 

Watson, Henry, Gent., Birkenhead, Chesshire (who died in or about Sept., 
1854). Watson e. Watson, Registrar for Liverpool District. Last Day 
Sor Proof, Mar. 21. 

Watson, Ricuarp, Clerk, Queen’s College, Cambridze (who died in or 
about June, 1857). Watson o. Watson, Registrar for Liverpool District. 
Last Day for Proof, Mar. 21. 


GMindings-uyp of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuespaY, Feb. 15, 1859. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. . 
Mexican and Sovrm American Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, 
on Feb, 24 at 12, at his Chambers, make a Cail on the Contributories of 
£5 per share. 
Saint Georce Benerrt Briton Society. — V. C. Kindersley bien on 
Feb 21, at 3, at his Chambers, make a Call on the Contributories of £3 
per share. 


Goss v. 


Frivay, Fed, 18, 1859. 
Liuitap, Nn BaNgRUPTCY. 

MEXICAN AND Soutu American ComPany.—The Master of the Rolls will, 
on Feb. 24, at 12, at his Chambers, make @ call on the List of Contribu- 
tories of £5 per Share. 

Sroteh Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, Fed. 15, 1859. 


ALEXANDER, Tuomas, Watchmaker, Castle-Douglas. Feb. 24, at 12; 
Douglas-arms-inn, Castie-Donglas. Seg. Feb. 10. 

De Lorme, Louis, otherwise Lovis Bavesr (De Lorme & Co,), ‘Com- 
mission Merchant, 6 Rood jane, London. Feb. 18, at J ; Crow-liosel, 
George-sq., Glisgow. Seq. Feb. 11. 

Freie, Roverr, & Sons, Woollen Manufacturers, Galashiels (R. Freir, sen., 
R. Freir, jun., J. Frier, G. Freir,& T. Freir). Feb. 18, at 12; Com- 
mercial- hotel, Galashiels. Seq. Feb. 11. 

Rouen, ARCHIBALD, sen., Uphoisterer, Leith-watk, Edinburgh. Feb. 22, 
at 2; Kennedy's Ship-hotel, East Register-st., Edinburgh. Seg. Feb. 1. 
Fray, Fed. 18, 1859. 

Erskine, Davio Low, Farmer, Drumkilbo, co. Perth. ~ 22, at 12; 

Solicitors’ Library-room, County-bidgs., Perth. Seg. Feb. 

Ewino, Joun Drew, Property Agent, 85 West George-st., ‘Glasgow. Feb. 
22, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Seq. F 

Simpson, ALEXANDER Gray, Coal Master, Glasgow. Feb. be = ir Fa- 
culty-hall, Glasgow. 








Now published, price 6d., which will be allowed to purchasers, 


CATALOGUE of LAW BOOKS poblished 
during Se en: Syed te the United States of America, and 
wv are now on sale by 
Triisner & Co., 60, Paternoster-row, London. 
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TEETH. 


A NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES; composed of substances better suited, che- 
mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most unerring accuracy, 
without which desideratum artificial teeth can never be but a source of 
annoyance. No springs or wires of any description. From the flexibility 
of the agent employed pressure is ertirely obviated, stumps are rendered 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 
Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 

33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 
(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. Consultation gratis. 

“ Messrs. Gabriel's improvements are truly im and will repay a 
visit to their establishments; we have seen testimonials of the highest 
order relating thereto.”—* Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 

Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 





TEETH. 
NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, GROSVENOR-SQUARE, 
(Removed from 61). 


By Her Masesty’s Royat Letrers PATENT. 
EWLY-INVENTED APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY PREPARED INDIA-RUBBER in the construction 
Artificial Teeth, Gums, and Palates. 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 
9, LowER GROSVENOR-STREET, 
“ SOLE INVENTOR AND PATENTEE. 

A new, original, and invaluable invention, consisting in the adaptation, 
with the most absolute perfection and success, 0° CHEMICALLY-PRE- 
PARED WHITE and GUM-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining to 
the gold or bone frame. 

The extraordinary results of this application may be briefly noted in a 
few of their most prominent features:—<A!l sharp edges are avoided ; no 
spring wires or fastenings are required; a greatly increased freedom of 
suction is supplied ; a natural elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, and 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring accuracy, are secured; while from 
the softness and flexibility of the agent employed, the greatest support is 
given to the adjoining teeth when loose or rendered tender by the absorp- 
tion of the gums. The acids of the mouth exert no agency on the che- 
mically-prepared India-rubber, and, as it is a non-conductor, fluids of any 
temperature may be retained in the mouth, all unpleasantness of smel] and 
taste being at the ame time wholly provided against by the peculiar nature 
of its preparation. 


HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE AND IM- 

PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices: 52, Parliament Street. 
Henry Ker Serer, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 

1. This Company is incorporated by Act of Parliament to facilitate th 

of Land, the Making of Roads. the Erection of Farm Houses 

Farm Buildings, and Labourers’ Cottages, and other Improvements on al 

descriptions of Property, whether held in fee, or under entail, mortgages 

in trust, or as Ecclesiastical or Collegiate Property. 

2. In no case is any investigation of Title necessary. 

3. The Works may be designed and executed by the Landowner or his 
Agent, or the Company will undertake the entire improvement by their 
experienced staff, and advance the money required for the works. Equal 
facilities will be afforded in either case. 

4. The whole cost of the Works and expenses may, in all cases, becharged 
on the Lands improved, to be repaid by half-yearly instalments. 

5. The term of such charge may be fixed by the Landowner, and ex- 
tended to fifty years for Land Improvements, and thirty-one years for Farm 
Buildings, whereby the Instalments wil] be kept within such a fair per 
centage as the occupiers of the Improved Lands can afford to pay. 

‘. No profit is taken on any works executed by the Company, the actual 
expenditure only, approved by the Inclosure Commissioner, being charged 
Secretary. 


n all cases. WILLIAM CLIFFORD, 
A HAND-BOOK OF RAILWAY LAW: con- 
taining the PUBLIC GENERAL RAILWAY ACTS from 1838 to 
1858. inclusive, and STATUTES connected therewith. By ARTHUR 
MOORE, Esq , Secretary of the Dubiin and Wicklow and Kingston Kail- 
ways; Author of ** Compendium of Irish Poor Law,” &c. 
“This is the title of an admirable work by Mr. Arthur Moore. of the 
Dublin and Wicklow Railway, in which the vast body of dispersed and 








Just Published, price 10s. 6d., crown 8vo, 


inconsecutive railway legislation is brought together in appreciable shape 1 


and form, Goes far to supply what has long been felt as a want, alike by 
solicitors, managers, and all others interested in railway guidance or 
ent.”—** Railway Times,” December 25. 

“ This is a valuable work. It contains all the General Acts relating to 
Railways, excellently arranged and indexed, and an Introductory Chapter, 
in which we find a good history of Railways. Railway directors, officers, 
and shareholders, as well as professional men, will find this work of assist- 
ance to them.”—“ Herapath,” December 25. 

London: W. H. Surra & Son, 186, Strand, and Lower Sackville-street, 
Dublin; Brapsuaw & Buackiock, Manchester. 


_ HEPBURN’S 
Old Established Cash and Deed Box Manufactory, 


fe 93, Caanceny Lane (six doors north of Law Institution). 
-B.—Offices and Strong Rooms fitted up with iron doors, frames, and 
shelves, Estimates given. Lists of sizes and prices on appli- 








WOODWARD v. WOODWARD. cae 


r | ‘O BE SOLD, pursuant to an order of the 
Court of Chancery, with the approbation of the V: 

Sir John Stuart, by Mr. GEORGE HEMMING, at the CROWN Hi 

the City of WORCESTER. on the 3rd day of MARCH next, at 

O'CLOCK in the afternoon,a MESSUAGE and LANDS situate in 

parish of Claine’s and St. Martin's, in the County of Worcester, and ney 

the Virgin's Tavern, known as the Kennels, respectively, and com) gs 

Brick Messuage, with out-offices, stables, with 3 loose boxes, coach 

&c., and kennels, brick built and slated. The pasture Containing 

la. lr. 9p., or thereabouts, a piece of garden ground ¥ — 

214 perches, or thereabouts, and a large pasture ground or orchard,, 

stocked with choice fruit trees, known as Littleworth Orchard, containing 

4a. 2r. 10p., or thereabouts. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of Messrs. Hilliard, Dy 
& Stretton, Solicitors, 3, Gray’s inn-square, London ; Messrs. Sawyer | 
Brettell, Solicitors, Staple’s-inn, Holborn ; Messrs. Ball & Hudson, Soliciton, 
Pershore; and of the Auctioneer. Dated this 8th day of February, 18, 
ROBT. W. PEAKE, Chief Clerk, 





ADVOWSON OF TARRANT HINTON, Dorset. 


ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, and OAKLEY, 
have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, nes 
the Bank of England, MARCH 23, the ADVOWSON of TARRAXT 
HINTON, near B andford, on the old turnpike road to Exeter, and ing 
delightful neighbourhood. The Parsonage is a modern Elizabethan 
adapted for the residence of a good family. The glebe contains 82 acre, 
and the tithes have been commuted at £335 per annum. The preset 
incumbent is in his 42nd year. 

Further particulars will shortly appear; and information in the mea. 
time may be had of Thomas Coombes, Esq., Solicitor, Dorchester; 
Messrs. J. & W. Galsworthy, Solicitors, 12, Old Jewry Chambers; and o 
Messrs. Daniel Smith, Son, & Oakley, Land Agents and Surveyors, lt, 


Waterloo-place, Pall-mall. 
77 the Matter of the Estate of the Right Ho 
MAREK, Earl of Antrim, Owner and Petitioner. 

This is to give Notice that the Landed Estates Court, Ireland, has sii 
the lands of Larne Town Parks, Bullyloran, Antwille, Blackcave South, 
Greenland, Ballycraigy, Blackcave North, Ballymullock. Killyglen, Saint 
Cunning, Ballygilbert, Lisnahay North, Skeogh, and Dunteague, all situate 
in the Baronies of Upper and Lower Glenarm, and County of Antrim, for 
merly the estate of Anne, Countess of Antrim, and then of Sir H. Yaw 
Tempest, and then of Edmund M‘Donnell, Esq., and now lately of the 
Right Hon. Hugh Seymour, Earl of Antrim, and of the above Right Ha. 
Mark, Earl of Antrim ; and that the draft schedule of incumbrancesai 
claims. formerly affecting the said lands, is lodged with the Examinerd 
the Hon. Judge Hargreave; and all claims on foot of 
rances. or liens affecting the said lands not already filed, are to be filedia 
the office of the Clerk of the Records on or before the 14th day of Marh 
next, and every objection to any claim, filed or to be filed on foot of any 
such charge, incumbrance, or lien, is to be filed in like manner on or befor 
the 7th day of April, after which days respectively no claim or objectia 
will be received; and the said Examiner has fixed Tuesduy, the 12th day 
of April, 1859, for finally vouching the said schedule, on which last-me- 
tioned day all persons having filed such claims or objections are to atten! 
before the said Examiner, at his office in Henrietta-street, for the purpae 
of making proofs in support of such claims and objections respectively,» 
that the amount due on foot of each claim, with its proper order and pre 
rity, may be ascertained; and no claim will be allowed of which sufficiest 
proof shall not be made before the Examiner. 

Dated this 14th day of February, 1859. 

R. DENNY URLING, Examiner, 

Davison and Torrens, Solicitors, having carriage of proceedings, 65, Lower 
Gardiner-street, Dublin, and Belfast. 4 


NOMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY OF 

J SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—Letters of Credit upon the 
above Bank will be granted by the London Joint Stock Bank at the rated 
#2101 for every £100 sterling paid here. 





LANDED ESTATES COURT, IRELAND. 








TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDOM- 
YHE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 


TRUSTEES. 
Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 
John Horatio Lioyd, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, Esq., F.R.S., Gray’s-inn, and Croydon. 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 

This Society has been in full and beneficial operation since 1850. It was, 
incorporated for the purpose of securing to LANDLORDS, TITHE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt of INCOMES, frot 
Estates, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as di 
from the Public Funds. The Society also Manages and Collects Kents with- 
out guarantee, offering the security of a large subscribed capital (£100,000), 
for the certain and prompt payment of all sums collected. 

A moderate Commission covers all c’ for Management, Superintend 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, and Collection of Rent. The Society are now ath 
ing as Receivers under Chancery, the Court having sanctioned thet 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlotte 
row, Mansion House, London. 

When Clients are introduced dinect to the Society by Solicitors, one-third 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected with 
the Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client. 


¥‘O SOLICITORS.—A ‘Gentleman, in practice @ 

Chancery-lane as a Solicitor, not having sufficient business 
occupy his time, will be hapny to ASSIST another Solicitor when, throug? 
pees of. sasanm 9 uch assistance (on reasonable terms) may 





wise, s' 


ble. 
Address, X. Y., The Publisher, 10, King William-street, Charing-cros 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 
There seems a pretty general concurrence of opinion 
those who have considered the subject, that the 
Bills of the Solicitor-General, if they are to into 
lw, will require a deal of emendation. The speech 
of the learned gentleman was lucid in the highest de- 


gre, and his general scheme may be practicable ; but it 


pears that so many objections have been already urged 
the details, and such serious questions have 
risen as to the result of the measure in actual 
m that considerable modifications are medi- 
in committee. We have heard, on reliable autho- 
that re ntations made’to the Solicitor-General 
have somewhat shaken him in his belief of the entire 
soundness of his plan; and it is not improbable that on 
the second ry he will intimate to the House his 
desire that the Bills should be thoroughly considered 
before a select committee. By a letter which a 
in another column, it will be seen that Mr. Edward 
Webster is entirely agreed with ourselves as to the pro- 
tiety of making the registry local as well as metropolitan, 
. Webster’s experience in the subject makes his 
valuable. e speech of Lord St. Leonards 
ight shows that he by no means feels at ease 
ie measures which are before the other 
; and though he naturally abstains from pressing 
own we vin probablh age ed = 
pro; er is, y, little in hi 
et ‘the ‘foot discussion of the subject is taken 
the House which he must consider much the 
fitted to pass judgment on the question. 
these Bitts are relegated to a select committee, 
‘the profession throughout the country will have an 
tunity for expressing any doubts and objections, 
er on their princi es or their details. A few years 
tince a registration Bill was passed through the Lords, 
tnd read a second time in the Commons. On its refer- 
ee to a select committee, it appeared that the opinion 
‘the great body of solicitors was opposed to its provi- 
7 = eo : the favourable —— - 
' ) it was reported against by t 
and summarily dismissed by the House. 
fession have not since that time lost either their 
iligence or their power, and a similar effort, if it 
lid be thought pong will defeat at the present 
it any evil measure. But opposition, to be suc- 
must be based on sound ing, and be con- 
with temper and good sense. e arguments 
No, 113. 





which will prevail with the public are not those of un- 
meaning clamour, or wild foolish ity. We 
lament, for the sake of the profession, the 

which is used on this question elsewhere, because we 
fear that like an ill-directed missile it may glance aside, 
and harm solicitors in public esteem. 


Lord Brougham has re-introduced his Bill to enable 
prisoners to give evidence in their own behalf, and has 
shown conclusively that the plan which he advocates 
has no affinity to the French system—the moral torture, 
as Lord Denman termed it— of questioning and 
cooee-qusetioning the accused from the bench. Lord 
Brougham proposes, as we understand, that the 
pane should be allowed, at the end of. the case 
or the prosecution, to give in evidence any facts 
in his own knowledge, which he conceives may 
tend to establish his innocence, or to rebut the 
statements made against him. Those who are 
conversant with criminal proceedings must remember 
many cases in which such a change of the law would 
have worked advantageously. Defending counsel are 
frequently in the habit of urging on the jury that the 
prisoner’s mouth is closed, a that, were he permitted 
to address them, a different light would be thrown. upon 
the evidence. Sometimes this is a well-founded argu- 
ment; sometimes it is a mere declamatory appeal to an 
inexperienced jury, which is only advanced because the 
orator knows he cannot be taken at his word. In either 
case an obstacle is placed in the way of the efficient admi- 
nistration of justice. There are few cases in which the 
simple statement of an innocent man would not weigh 
strongly in his favour; and we believe.that the enact- 
ment of this measure would be a great boon to persons 
unjustly accused. No doubt such an alteration in our 
criminal law requires cautious consideration, and for such 
Lord Brougham himself prays; but let the debate be 
fair as well as cautious, and let us hear no more of objec- 
tions founded on mere fancy and invention. The com- 
plete success of the Evidence of Parties Act should warn 
us from hasty and prejudiced criticisms on any change 
in the law which has the effect of letting in additional 
light on an issue. 

Among the numerous appointments by which Lord 
Cc rd, since his —— to — a twelvemonth 

, has swelled the lists of boro magistrates, no 
solivitor is to be found; and his Lerdihig: we see, has 
intimated to the Birmingham justices, that in no case 
would his choice fall on Ge @ anwar» member of our 
body. It is difficult to understand on what grounds 
such a rule of exclusion is founded. At the close. of 
last year our columns frequently showed the names of 
solicitors who had been elected by the s of their 
fellow-citizens to the highest munici ce of their 
towns; and year by year these signs of public confidence 
are increasing. On what stianlghe: Sate the Chancellor 
maintain the doctrine that a man who is considered fit 
to fill the office of mayor, cannot properly be selected 
for that of borough magistrate? Such a rule is an. un- 
just slight on our , and the sooner it is vigorously 
protested against, and mE Yop repealed, the better 
it will be for the public. There are not so.many men 
highly qualified for the duties of magistrates as to war- 
rant the wholesale rejection of a class, which can furnish 
out of its members many eminently fitted for the 
position which is peremptorily denied them. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
IL. 

After explaining what we consider to be the proper 
course of legislation, the first question with which we 
have to deal, and which meets us on the of 
the inquiry, is, whether the distinction between bank- 
ruptcy and insolvency may not be safely abolished, and 
the estates of insolvent traders and non-traders adminis- 
tered under one uniform system. This is an important 
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point, and not so easy of solution as at first sight ap- 
pam but it is essential we should endeavour to a 

a satisfactory conclusion upon it before proceed! 
further, and if we can init Whe question in the aft: 
mative, a great step has been made towards a complete 
simplification of the whole subject. 

It has Cg = that the ss yuan gg care 
ruptcy and insolvency origina on feu 
porns, and partly from —— accident ; but we 

ne to think, that, in the state of society which 
existed when the first Bankruptcy Act was passed, it 
might reasonably be considered that there was no 
necessity to provide the discharge which bankruptcy 
gives, for any, but those who were subject to the risks 
of trade; hence arose an arbi distinction which has 
since been preserved. The insolvency laws, on the other 
hand, originated within a comparatively recent period, 
in a philanthropic desire to release poor debtors incar- 
cerated in prison under the final process of execution ; 
combined, it has been said, with a desire also to relieve 
the crowded state of the county gaols. The two systems 
have since been gradually approaching each other, and 
now have, in some respects, a quasi-concurrent juris- 
diction, but there is this important distinction between 
them, that whilst the certificate in bankruptcy operates 
asa complete discharge from all proveable debts, the 
Insolvency Court only gives protection to the person, 
and the future ecg of the debtor is liable to the 
debts owing by him at the date of the insolvency. This 

erty can only be reached be the Court, and 
‘it is the usual practice not to seize what may be acquired 
by the debtor’s own industry, and only one-third of 
what he becomes otherwise possessed, so that the mode 
of procedure is in closer approximation to the principles 
of the bankruptcy law than the insolvency Acts in theory 
warrant 


Both the Bills before Parliament provide that traders 
and non-traders shall be equally entitled to a certificate, 
operating as a complete discharge from all their prove- 

le liabilities, and the only objection which has been 
raised to this portion of the assimilation of the two 
systems fell from Lord Brougham, at the last meet- 
ing of the National Associatien, and was repeated by 
his Lordship on the introduction of the Government 
Bill. His Lordship considers it would be very unfair 
towards creditors that, where a non-trader, after obtain- 
ing his certificate, inherits an estate of £10,000 a year, 
it should not be charged with his previous debts. 
In reply to this, we may observe, that it is impos- 
sible to make provision for exceptional cases, which 
are not within the bounds of any sound principle, 
and that the spirit of the bankruptcy laws is to look 
only to the past conduct and transactions of the debtor ; 
re we may ee a og ong by means 

secret trusts so easily preven’ ——— pro- 
perty subsequently acquired, by gift or bequest, that no 
loss is likely to arise from an alteration of the law. 

in, if must be had to such an extreme case 

as the one put by Lord Brougham, provision must also 
be made for other exceptional cases, in which the a 
rent hardship upon creditors is equally great. ere 
are many bankruptcies where the bankrupt never again 


engages in trade, but subsequently becomes entitled to. 
inberi bsequently 


- property, or and it would give 
rise to a still anomaly if debtors of this 
should be able to retain their future p dis- 
charged from their liabilities, whilst that non- 
traders, who may have been equally, or more free 
from misconduct, remains liable to them. It may 
be that, generally, there is less excuse for the 
insolvency of the non-trader than the trader, but both 
classes are more or less subject to misfortune ; and, in 
the state of society, we do not think such a line 
of jon can be drawn between them, that two 
ms may be provided, both of which shall 
equitable. 
giving every consideration to the difficulty to 


be fair 
After 





which we have alluded, we think the most politic ¢& 
is to abolish all legal distinctions between the 
classes, leaving a wide discretion to the judges of 
tcy courts, who may, by suspension of. cer 
cate, with protection, place an insolvent non-tradep iy 
the same position as the present law of insol 
after obtaining his discharge or protectiun ; and it, 
be considered necessary to.protect the debtor from any 
harsh proceeding at the instance of an individual 
ditor, provision might be made that pro : 
after the application for certificate should not be | 
by the assignees without the leave of the Court. 

This is the debtor's side of the question. We tut 
now look at it from the creditor's point of view; ani 
in doing so, we must, on behalf of the trading comm. 
nity, protest against any provisions by which crediton 
of non-ttaders are deprived of remedies for enforcing 
their claims, to which they themselves are subject « 
debtors. Since the introduction into the 
law of provisions for obtaining a compulsory act of 
bankruptcy, the trader debtor summons has been oft 
usefully employed for recovering debts, as auxiliary) 
the process of the Courts of Common Law; and one 
the greatest grievances of which retail traders complain 
is, that they have been subject to this sum process, 
whilst they have had no corresponding sendy against 
their customers, a great number of whom are non 
traders. Whilst conceding to non-trading debtos 
the benefit of the bankruptcy laws, Lord Jol 
Russell's Bill very properly gives their creditos 
the same remedies as they themselves are liable 
to, by providing ng af that all debtors, whether 
traders or not, shall subject to the provisions of 
me A on the ay bore the Government Bil 
only allows the process for obtaining a compulsory act 
of bankruptcy to be put in nition thee iiedgmedt a 
been obtained, This is but a very slight improvement 
upon the first Bill, which, in effect, gave to non-t 
the choice of being subject to the bankruptcy laws, a 
not, at their option; and we cannot i gre that 
sions so partial and unfair towards the trading 
will be allowed to pass the House of Commons. We 
are accustomed to pride ourselves upon the equality of 
our laws, but what Lebotileg of this uniformity, if by ou 
law of debtor and creditor—in which, above all othen 
(next to the criminal code), equality ought to prevail— 
immunities and privileges are granted to one class which 
are denied to another ; the latter being admittedly more 
liable to those risks and misfortunes, which create m 
inability to discharge their obligations. We are quite 
Pp to admit that the present law operates harshly 
upon the honest non-trading debtor ; but whilst relem- 
ing him from this hardship, we must be careful not t 
free him from liabilities to which, in justice, he ought 
be subject. 


yo 
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The Courts, Appointments, Pacancies, &, 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Recent Bankruptcy Retvrns-—Feb. 23. 

In reference to this subject, Mr. naga GouLBuas 
said, that The Times of this morning con a return of 
certificates granted to bankrupts by the respective Courts of 
Bankruptcy. The matter was important, in consequence of the 
several questions connected with the bankru 
now under consideration. The returns as pub’ 
incorrect. There was one statement 
to correct. It was stated that Mr. Commigsioner Goulburn, it 
the course of the year 1857 and a portion of the year 18, 
adjourned the examination gf no less than 134 bankrupts-tise 
die. When he saw this he was much surprised, because 


’, 





that the returns for five years had been tak ely 
one year only. Another extraordinary statement was, tat 
the period of time to which he had referred, 
Fane had granted 574 certificates, while 
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- flotroyd had granted 60 only. It was evident that the figures 


had been taken at random. He wished it to be known, that 
desiring accurate information upon the subject could 
obtain it at the court. 

waa number of certificates ively granted, &c., by the 

1848, were as follow :— 
te Commissioner Evans:—First-class certificates, 17; 
d-class certificates, 283; third-class certificates, 18; certi- 
és suspended, 140; certificates re fused, 9; adjournments of 
ts’ examinations sine die, 56. 

By Mr. Commissioner Fonblanque:—First-class certificates, 
$1; ‘saat’. lath, 251; third-class, 177; certificates suspended, 
134; certificates refused, 5; adjournments of examinations sine 
die, 49. 

yy Mr. Commissioner Fane:—First-class certificates, 161; 
disdad-slnis, 245; third-class, 169; certificates suspended, 40; 
certificates refused, 10; adjournments of examination sine die, 
$1. 

By Mr. Commissioner Holroyd :—First-class certificates, 51; 
second-class, 230; third-class, 55; suspended, 152; refused, 10; 
adjournments of examination sine die, 134. 

By Mr. Commissioner Goulburn:—First-class certificates, 
it second-class, 167; third-class, 48; suspended, 227; refused, 
3; ‘adjournments of examination sine die, 134, 


respecti 
. eae of this Court during the fi five years  ahtine 





FORM OF TAKING AN OATH. 

In the course of a case in the Insolvency Court, on Wed- 

nesday, a lady was called to be sworn, and took the Testament 

with her glove on. The learned Commissioner told her to take 
fof on which Mr. Reed remarked that a learned judge had 
decided that it was not necessary. 

Mr Commissioner Murpuy said, he was aware that Mr. 
Baron Bramwell had so held, but he thought it was better to 
adhere to the old custom. The touch of the holy book was, 
in his opinion, to be by the naked hand, and they knew that 
when the knights wore sworn they took off their gauntlets. 

Mr. Nichols observed that it was always thought to be more 
respectful to take off the glove, and anything that would de- 
tract from the impressiveness was to be avoided. 

f — learned Commissioner quite agreed with the learned 
‘ou! . 


APPLICATION UNDER THE DIVORCE AND MATRI- 
MONIAL CAUSES ACT. 

On Wednesday, a respectably-dressed female applied to Mr. 
Beadon, the sitting magistrate at Marlborough-street, under 
the following circumstances :— 

‘She had separated from her husband by mutual consent 
thout fourteen years ago, since which time she had had a situa- 
tion, and had also lived with another man as his wife. She had 
‘acquired a little property, and she wished it protected, as her 
husband wanted a reunion. 

* Mr. Beapon said, he could not assist the applicant. If her 
diusband had deserted her in the first instance he could have 
‘Mone so, but not in a case where a mutual separation had taken 
place. © She could apply to the Court for Divorce and Matri- 
monial Causes if she thought proper, and see what they could 
do for her; but he did not think they could help her, as they 
wore acting under the same law as himself. 








THE HIGH BAILIFF OF SOUTHWARK. 


The unexpected death of Mr. Pritchard, High Bailiff of 
Southwark, on Monday last, has left vacant a well-paid office, 
the duties of which are not very onerous nor very difficult of 
fulfilment. It is, perhaps, not generally known that the Cor- 
pag of the City of London, who, in ancient times, and in 

oak dg the peeing of Sir R. Peel’s Metropolitan Police Act, 
exercised exclusive magisterial and civic jurisdiction in the 
‘borough of Southwark, still possess that jurisdiction nominally, 


although deprived of it actually by the Act above referred to; 


and among their trans-Thamesian privileges is that of appoint- 


mts and paying the a h Bailiff. By virtue of that appointment 
Pritchard recei 


an annual salary of 100 guineas, pay- 


able from the City’s 's cash; and, in addition, he was entitled to 
‘eertain fees attached to the 
_ S&penses and repayments, amounted i in 1857 to the magnificent 


the office, and which, after deducting 


of 9¢, 2d., as appears from a return published by order of 
Court.of Common Council at the beginning of last year, 
his total revenue as “ High ay of the Borough of 
wark.” £105 9¢. 2d. But the High Bailiff of the Borough 
in itchard’s case) is also 


-Miigh bas (or it was so in Mr. 
Bailiff of the County Court of Southwark for Surrey,” 





& 


and, in this capacity, Mr. Pritchard returned his net profits 
£700; so that the total of the emoluments of the joint offices 
for 1857 was £805 9s. 2d. It is presumed that the two offices 
necessarily go together, and, if so, the appointment to both 
virtually rests with the Corporation ; but the point is not very 
clear, and the Act which regulates the appointment of the 
High Bailiff of the Southwark County Court for Surrey may 
now for the first time be strictly interpreted. 

The Court of Common Council have referred the matter to 
the Officers and Clerks’ Committee, to examine into the nature 
of the duties and emoluments of the offices, and forthwith to 
report to the Court; Mr. H. D. Pritchard having been: elected 
High Bailiff pro tem. 

A circular, addressed to the Corporation, and signed Mr. D. 
W. Harvey, City Commissioner of Police, states that, in becom- 
ing a candidate for the situation of High Bailiff of Southwark, 
he is prompted solely by the desire to close the differences 
which have so long and unhappily prevailed; and that, could 
he see the way to their friendly and speedy adjustment, he 
would far rather retain his present office. If elected, he “ should 
be prepared to resign his position as Commissioner of ‘Police, 
upon such provision being made as should be warranted by the 
circumstances and a service of twenty years.” It is very doubt- 
ful whether the Corporation, after having raised Mr. Harvey's 
salary only two months since £200 a year, will permit him to 
retire on two-thirds of his salary, to which he will be entitled, 
to enable him to accept another office, and take his place (as it 
is said he wishes) once more in Parliament, if he can find a 
constitueucy to return him 





DeatoH or Mr. Baker, THE CornoneR:—On Tuesday 
night, at half-past ten o'clock, Mr. William Baker, coroner 
for East Middlesex, died at his residence, after a few 
days’ illness, For some time past he had been suffering from 
a painful internal disease, but he continued to attend to his 
duties up to the T hursday before. The next day he was con- 
fined to his bed, and received medical attendance up to the time 
of his death. ‘The deceased, who was highly respected, not only 
immediately in his district, but by all his friends, was elected to 
the coronership in September, 1830, after a severe contest of many 
days with Mr. Wakley, and which took place at a cost of several 
thousand pounds, the appointment being by election of the free- 
holders, He was born in the month of July, 1782, and was, 
therefore, in the seventy-seventh year of his age, . Baker 
was for many years connected with the parish of Poplar, where 
he held some official appointment. Since his illness, his duties 
have been discharged by Mr. William Baker, jun., his som’ and 
deputy, and who is also coroner for the Tower Liberty. |. These 
duties, for a time, will be transferred to Mr. Wakley, coroner 
for the western division of the county. 


Suicwe BY A SoLiciror.—On Thursday afternoon, betweeu 
the hours of two and three o'clock, considerable sensation was 
created in Bartlett’s-buildings, Holborn, in consequence of a 
determined act of suicide, committed by Mr. John Gilham, 
commissioner for affidavits for Kent, Surrey, Herts, and Canter- 
bury. It appears that the unfortunate gentleman, who had 
been for some time in a very low and desponding state of mind, 
suddenly ran up stairs, threw open the window, and jumped 
from the third floor into the street. He was picked up and 
conveyed to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, where it was ascer- 
tained that his legs were so extensively fractured, that it was 
found necessary to perform amputation, besides an extensive 
fracture of the scull—from which injuries he died shortly after 
his admission to the hospital. 


New Macisrrates.— By recommendation of the Lord 
Chancellor, the following sation have been sworn in as 
magistrates of the county of Surrey:—Geonge Gatty, 3g 
Felbridge-park, East Grinstead; William Robinson White, 
Croydon; Charles Randall, No. 8, Duke-street, Southwark; 

E. Richardson, Esq.; and Thomas Rolles Hoers, Marlow 


House, Kingston-on-Thames. Sir Walter Ratcliffe Ferguson, 
Bart.; James Phillips, of Claremont Lod Briston; John 
Jones, Esq., of Stanbro’ Castle, Eden-bridge; Major Alfred 


Robert Margeny, of Churthen Park, East Grinstead ; and 
Francis Henry Beaumont, Esq., were also sworn in, 


A deputation, including most of the Parliamentary 
of the measure, waited on Tuesday on the ‘the Bill to lngalins of Londen, 
to urge his Lordship to support in the Lords the 
marriage with a wife's sister... The Fama my was 
introduced by Lord Bury, who earnestly urged Pre the Bishop 
the social interests at stake in consequence of the present state 
of the law; and Mr. Spooner pointed out that the clergy in the 
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populous districts of Warwickshire found it quite impossible to 
prevent these marriages among the poor. Bury pointed 
out that there would be no compulsion on the clergy by the 
passing of the Act, the marriage being a merely civil contract, 
unless where a clergyman chose voluntarily to add the bene- 
diction of the Church. The Bishop assured the deputation 
that he would give the question his most anxious attention. 
He had the views and feelings of the clergy of the metropolis 
to consult in such a matter, and he would take the earliest 
opportunity of ascertaining what those views and feelings 
were. 


At the City Court of Common Council, on Thursday last» 
a motion was negatived for increasing the retiring pension to 
the late Town Clerk from £1000 to £1200 per annum. 


Mr, Edwin James, Q.C., has been returned a member of 
Parliament for Marylebone by a majority of 3449 votes over 
his opponent, Colonel Romilly. 


A 
~~ 


Notes on Recent Decisions in Chancery. 
(By Martin Warez, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


CopYHoLD—Fines—TENANT FOR Lire AND REMAIN- 
DERMAN. 
Carter v. Sebright, 7 W. R., M. R., 225. 

The Master of the Rolls has in this case decided the practi- 
cal question in what manner the fines on admission to copy- 
holds ought to be borne, where trustees are admitted for the 
benefit of equitable tenants for life and remaindermen. He 
adopted the same rule as would have been adopted in the case 
of a legal tenant for life being admitted for the benefit of those 
in remainder—that is, that the fine should be apportioned be- 
tween them according to the value of their interests, the tenant 
for life giving security that he would bear his share of the fine. 
An inquiry was directed as to the mode in which the money 
was to be raised and apportioned. (See Seton on Decrees, 272.) 





Truster Act—ArroinTMENT oF New TRusTEES—SEPA- 
RATION DEED. 
Re Matthews, 7 W. R., M. R., 224. 

In this case a petition was presented for the appointment of 
new trustees of a separation deed, the sole trustee of which had 
died. The husband employed counsel to oppose the appoint- 
ment on the ground that the deed was invalid, but the Master 
of the Rolls refused to entertain that question, considering that 
it was the duty of the Court to protect the property of the 
persons entitled, whether claiming under the deed or against it. 
(See Seton on Decrees, 414.) 


EquitaBLe WastE—PvcLiinc Down Mansion Hovse— 
COMPENSATION. 


Morris v. Morris, 7 W. R., L. J., 249. 


This case does not advance the law of the Court of Chancery 
upon the question of restraining equitable waste; but it is im- 
portant as defining the rights of the remainderman to compen. 
sation after the waste has been committed. A tenant for life, 
without impeachment of waste, pulled down a mansion-house, 
and built a better house in another part of the estate, using the 
old materials. That this was in itself a beneficial thing for the 
estate was not denied, but it seemed clear that it was, according 
to the doctrine of the Court, equitable waste; and on the 
remainderman applying for an injunction to restrain the tenant 
for life from cutting down the ornamental timber in the plea- 
sure-grounds of the old mansion-house, the Vice-Chancellor of 
England granted the injunction, and his decision was affirmed 

‘ by the Lord Chancellor ( Morris v. Morris, 15 Sim. 505). Pro- 
bably, therefore, if an injunction had been applied for before 
the new mansion-house was built, it would have been granted. 
The object of the present suit was to compel the tenant for life 
to account for the profits of the materials of the old mansion- 
house, and to give compensation to the remainderman in respect 
of them. The Court being satisfied upon the evidence that no 
substantial part of the materials had been sold, but that they 
had all been applied in building the new house, refused the 
sae pe but it appears that the plaintiff would have been 

entitled to relief if the tenant for life had sold the 
materials for his own benefit, however large might have been 
the sum which he had expended on the new house, and however 
beneficial the building of it might have been to the estate. (See 
a on Injunctions, 213; 2 Spence’s Equitable Jurisdiction, 





PRACTICE—SUMMONS TO VARY CERTIFICATE—5IsT ORDER 
OF 16TH OcTOBER, 1852. 
Wycherley v. Barnard, 7 W. R., V. C. W., 254. 

A little point of practice arose in this case which it seems 
remarkable should bear an argument, A chief clerk’s certifi. ~ 
cate was signed by the judge, and filed on the 28th July, 
Within eight days, that is, on the 3rd August, the plaintiff took 
out a summons to vary the certificate, which was returnable on 
the 8th August. On that day the summons was ordered to 
stand over till the hearing on further consideration, when the 
defendant took the objection that as the eight days limited by 
the 51st Order of October, 1852, had expired before the sum. 
mons was returnable, the certificate had become absolutely con- 
firmed. The Court, however, held that the taking out of the 
summons in proper time was sufficient to prevent the confir. 
mation of the certificate till the summons was disposed of, 
(See Morgan’s Chancery Acts, 108; Smith’s Chancery Practice, 
(Ed. 1855) 346.) 


Funp 1n Court—Breacu or Trust—RIGHT TO FOLLOW 
Funp. 


Thorndike v. Hunt, 7 W. R., L. J., 246. 


The question decided in this case related to the character of 
the ‘possession which the Accountant-General has in a fund 
standing in his name, in trust, in a cause—whether, in fact, he 
holds it as a trustee for those who are best entitled to it, or only 
for the purposes of the suit in which it was paid in. The state 
of the case may be thus shortly given, though the facts were 
rather complicated:—Warwick Hunt was trustee of two sums 
of Consols for two separate families, named Thorndike and 
Browne. He sold out and misapplied the money of the Thorn- 
dike family; and a suit being instituted against him by that 
family, to call him to account for his trust, he admitted his 
liability, and an order was made that he should transfer £3253 
Consols into Court. To discharge himself of this liability, he 
appropriated £3253 of the money of the Browne family, whieh 
he transferred to the Accountant-General in trust in the Thorn- 
dike suit. 

The Browne family afterwards filed a bill to administer their 
own trust, and then presented a petition seeking to follow the 
fund, and praying that the Accountant-General might transfer 
it into the second suit for the benefit of the Browne family. «It 
was, however, decided by the Lords Justices (reversing the de- 
cision of the Master of the Rolls) that the property in the fund 
was in the Thorndike family in the first cause; and that they 
were purchasers of it for valuable consideration; and they 
therefore refused the relief prayed by the Browne family. 

It is observable that this question was not brought on by & 
fresh suit between the two families, but by petition in the two 
suits which had been instituted for the administration of their 
respective trusts—a course which the Court considered clearly 
irregular; but they decided the point on the merits because of 
its importance; “for,” as Turner, L. J., observed, “no person 
would be safe if he could not get funds out of the court which 
had been paid in for his benefit without making inquiry as to 
whom the fund originally belonged.” (See on the subject of 
following trust property Lewin on Trusts, ed. 1857, p. 753.) 


SS 


Notes on Recent Cases at Common Lab, 
(By James STePuEn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Editor of 
“ Lush’s Common Law Practice,” §c., fc.) 


I. IN BANC. 
BILts OF EXCHANGE DRAWN BY D1RECTORS. 

Balfour and Others v. Ernest, 7 W.R., C. P., 207. 
-In this case the power of directors of joint stock companies 
to bind their shareholders by bills of exchange was discussed. 
It appears that there had been, in the present instance, some — 
negotiation for the amalgamation of the A. company with the 
B. company, pending which the plaintiffs (who were creditors 
of the A. company) received from the office of the B. company 
the bill of exchange which was the subject of the above action 
for the amount of their claim against the A. company; and this 
bill was signed by two of the dixgctors of the B. company, and 
sealed with the society’s seal. The defendant’s d was, 
that the directors of the B. society could only bind that socisty 

by bills of exchange issued for its own proper pu and 
carrying on its proper business, and that the bill in question 
was not such, but given in respect of the nee business of the 
A. society. To this it was answered, that proc ena 
ship rule applied, viz. that a partner who has a power 
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of drawing bills in the name of the firm, and who draws one 
for his private purposes, passes to a holder who receives the bill 
beliéving it to have been drawn for partnership purposes, a 

tt to enforce payment thereof against the firm of the drawer. 
Bat the Court rejoined, that a distinction had in recent cases 
(and noticeably in the case of Ridley v. Plymouth Grindery, §e., 
Company, 2 Exch. 711) been taken on this point, between deal- 
ings with private firms, and those entered into with joint stock 
companies; and that, in transactions with the latter, the parties 

taken, in contemplation of law, to have knowledge of the 
deed of settlement, though, in the case of the former, this pre- 
sumption does not arise; and that, consequently, a bill of ex- 
change drawn by the directors of a company in excess of their 

wers in that behalf, cannot bind the company to which such 
Tcctore belong. 


PRACTICE—INTERLOCUTORY CosTs—CaA. SA., EFFECT OF. 
Thompson v. Parish, 7 W. R., C. P., 210. 

In this case, some questions arose with regard to interlocu- 
tory costs and thereffect of aca. sa. The facts, so far as ma- 
terial to raise these points, were, that the plaintiff in the above 
action had recovered against the defendant judgments to a 
large amount, under which he had taken the defendant in exe- 
cution. T he defendant, while in custody, applied to a judge 
to be discharged on the ground sof certain irregularities in the 
judgments. These, the judge directed, should be amended, and 
also that the plaintiff should pay to the defendant the costs of 
the summons, &c.—which costs amounted to about £24. 

A rule nisi was then obtained by the plaintiff (the amend- 
ments having been duly made and the defendant being still in 
custody) that he should be allowed to set off this £24 against 
the judgment debts he had recovered, instead of paying the 
lesser sum over to the defendant. The defendant, on the other 
hand, insisted that as the plaintiff had taken him in execution, 
the debts iu respect of which the judgments had been obtained 
were gone, and that he was consequently entitled to immediate 
payment of the £24. In support of this view, the case of 
Beard v. M‘Carthy (9 Dowl. 136) was especially pressed on the 
Court. There, Litt/edale, J., laid it down that a defendant was 
not bound to set off certain interlocutory costs against the 
amount of a judgment recovered against him in the same suit 
on which the plaintiff had taken him in execution—saying, 
“that taking the defendant in execution is the same as if the 
defendant had paid the debt and costs.” Had this dictum 
been law, it would have decided the present case in 
favour of the defendant.. But the Court unanimously 
expressed themselves of an opposite opinion to Little- 
dale, J., on this matter, and said, that the true effect of 
taking a debtor in execution was that mentioned in Foster v. 
Jackson (Hob. 59), viz. that.it is a binding election on the part 
of the judgment creditor as to his remedy, but not an ex- 
tinguishment of the original debt so as to discharge collateral 
remedies, as for example, the obligation of a surety. The rule 
was consequently m e absolute for setting off the £24; the 
Court further remarking that to come to any other determi- 
nation would be to authorise an abuse of their process, by com- 
pelling a plaintiff to hand over to a defendant a sum smaller 
than the judgment recovered against him, which had accrued 
in the course of the same action as interlocutory costs. 

The above decision does not interfere with the doctrine as 
to an attorney’s lien on a judgment obtained by his client; as 
that lien has never been held to extend, so as to prevent A. B. 
(oneof the parties tothe action) from setting, off against the gene- 
ral judgment he has recovered, any interlocutory costs due to 
C. D. (the other party) accruing in the course of the same 
action. (See Reg. Gen., H. T., 1853, Pr. re-enacting R. H. 2 
W. 4, s. 93). 

The effect of the decision, however, is to overrule the case 
of Beard v. M‘Carthy, as well as all other authorities which 
are in favour of the proposition, that taking a defendant in 
execution goes farther than to bar the plaintiff from any other 
direct remedy. The overruling of the above case should be 
noticed in Chitty’ s Archbold’s Practice, pt. i. co. xxvi. s. 13; and 
‘again in c. xxviii. 

II. AT NISI PRIUS. 


Arrorney ann CLIENT—RUvLz As To Procurine INDEMNITY 
AGAINST DaMAGES. 
Graham v. Lawrence, 1 Fost. & Fin. 285. 
In this action the declaration stated that the plaintiff em- 


ployed the defendant as an attorney to defend an action, pro- 


was procured against all loss, but 


vided a sufficient indemnity 
_ that the defendant defended without obtaining such indemnity, 
and took an insufficient indemnity. A second count stated 








that in consideration that the -plaintiff would retain the de- 
fendant as an attorney to defend an action, the defendant en= ~ 
gaged to take reasonable care that the plaintiff should be 
perfectly guaranteed against all risk, but did not take such 


care. 

The substantial contest in the trial of this action was as to 
the amount of the indemnity the defendant was bound to obtain 
under such an undertaking; and Lord Campbell said that, if an 
indemnity was obtained sufficient to cover such damages as 
could. reasonably be anticipated as likely to be given against 
the plaintiff (who was sued as an official assignee, for seizing 
a ship, alleged to be the property of the bankrupt), together 
with the costs of the action, it was sufficient; and that. the 
attorney was not liable for the damages actually given, if these 
should turn out to be extraordinary. 


Ill. COURT .OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
LARCENY—PROSECUTION BY BAILEE OF THING STOLEN. 
Reg. v. Rowe,7 W. R., C. C. R., 236. 

The prisoner in this case had been convicted of stealing iron, 
found in a certain canal, while in the process of being cleaned. 
The prisoner was not a servant of the company, and the ques- 
tion reserved was, whether the iron was, for the purposes 
the prosecution, rightly laid in the indictment to be the pro- 
perty of the proprietors of the canal. The Court of Appeal 
held that it might be so laid; the property of the company in 
the iron before it was taken away, being of the same descrip- 
tion as that which a landlord, with whom a guest has been 
staying, has in the goods of his guest which may have been left 
behind. 

LiaBiuity TO Reparr Roaps. 


Reg. v. The Inhabitants of East Hagbourn Union, 7 W.R., 
C.C. R., 236. 

The defendants in this case had been convicted on an indict- 
ment charging them with the non-repair of a certain road. 
The road in question had been an ancient highway, but was 
altered by the commissioners of inclosure, under 6 & 7 W. 4, 
c. 115, and 41 Geo. 3, c. 109, the new road being described, 
and set out in the award. Since the award, the parish had, on 
certain occasions, repaired the road as altered, but had latterly 
allowed it to fall into bad repair; and the present prosecution 
was instituted against them on the ground that, according to 
the case of Reg. v. Croklade (14 Q.B. 735), it was the 
power of the Inclosure Commissioners, by their a to shift 
the burden of repairing a parish road. On the other eee the 
defendants urged, that before their liability to repair the road as 
altered accrued, the commissioners were bound by law to obtain 
a certificate from the justices, that the new road was completed 
and in good repair, and that this certificate had never yet been 
given, which was fatal to the case of the prosecution. Ulti- 
mately the Court adopted this view, and quashed the con- 
viction. 


»™ 
vr 


Parliament and Legislation. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, Feb. 18. 
TRANSFER OF LAND. 


Lord BrovuGHaM presented a petition from the steward of 
the manor of Holme-Cultram, in the North of. England, in 
favour of the Bill introduced by his Lordship, for plying to to 
all kinds of land the same system by which copyhol hold lands 
transferred, applying that system by local pa 
plans and a central record of the index only, and not of the 
title or the deeds. He added, that he had this session presented 
a petition in favour of the Bill signed by» all the — 
and landowners in the counties of Cumberland and Westmore- 
land. He reminded their Lordships that a committee of their 
own House had reported that one of the greatest 
with which the landowners of this country had to contend was 
the state of the law of real property, which led to uncertainty, 
delay, and expense in the transfer of land, and: a — 
depreciation of its marketable value. He also reminded them 
that the Master of the Rolls, in his examination before the 
committee, gave it as his deliberate opinion that if the law. re- 
lating to the conveyance of land had been devised for. the 
press purpose of making land not a. marketable 
could not have more effectually answered: that end. - He 
the statement of Mr. Fawcett, who has for thirty SA peters 
steward of a manor, containing about 500 copy’ tenements, 
the effect that in that manor, during the whole of that period, 
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there had never been one single-dispute, not to say alawsuit; in 
which manor for about 150 years they could trace the history of 
each tenement; and that, although the different tenements had 
over and over again changed hands by sale, mortgage, and devise, 
the whole expense of the conveyance in no single case had ex- 
ceeded 7s.,and the number of the words in the deed was under 
200. Adverting to the Bill which has recently been introduced 
into the House of Commons by the Solicitor-General for 
facilitating the transfer of land, the noble Lord said, he regarded 
the speech of his honourable and learned friend, the Solicitor- 
General, in propounding that measure as an event in the history 
of our legislation, and in the history of the amendment of the 
law. The Bill which he (Lord Brougham) hoped at some 
future time to ask their Lordships to sanction would not be at 
all inconsistent with that of the honourable and learned 
Solicitor-General, but, on the contrary, he thought the two 
Bills might well go together. Some of the objections which 
had been raised against the measure of the honourable and 
learned gentleman did not apply to the Bill which he contem- 
plated. Registration was a principal point in both measures, 
and the expediency, not to say the necessity, of some such pro- 
vision became every day more apparent. 


Tuesday, Feb, 22. 
New Posrat REGULATIONS. 


The Duke of Arertt called the attention of Lord Cor- 
CHESTER to the inconvenience attending the new postal 
arrangements respecting unstamped letters. 


Lord CoLcHESTER replied that all new arrangements were 
attended with inconvenience at first, but he had no doubt that 
in time the system now introduced would be found to work 
well and without inconvenience to the public. 


TRANSFER OF LAND. 


Lord St. LEonaArps drew the attention of the House to the 
report of 1857 of the Commissioners on Registration of Title, 
with reference to the sale and purchase of land. After some 
remarks on the excellence of our real property law, and the 
certainty of descent secured by it, his Lordship said, that a 
greit many attempts had been made, and very properly made, 
to facilitate the sale of land and to simplify titles; a Bill with 
those objects was now before the other House of Parliament; 
but whatever plan might be adopted for the purpose of simpli- 
fying titles, it should always be borne in mind that a mgn 
must make out a title, and a good title, before he could ask to 
cole ps 39 in the benefits proposed to be given to him by that 

d of legislation. It was not a mode in which bad titles 
could be turned into good. Some persons thought that there 
was no distinction between them, and that land ought to be 
transferred as easily and as simply as a shop or £100 bank note. 
He denied that there was any analogy between the two kinds 
of property. The title to land must be as fixed and stable as 
the land itself, but other property was not of a nature to admit 
of so fixed a title. Take, for instance, 3 per cent. Stock; that 
was only an engagement on the part of the Government to pay 
so much money until the debt was redeemed. There was 
nothing tangible about it—nothing but a piece of paper. One 
estate was not quite the same as another, but one £1000 Stock 
was as good as another £1000. Lord Brougham, many years ago, 
appointed a commission, who mad an elaborate report, which 
was succeeded by an equally elaborate Bill, in which the ques- 
tion of a general registry of deeds was brought before Par- 
liament. That measure was not passed, but the question 
came before Parliament five times between 1830 and 1834. 
A subsequent reintroduction of the subject led to a commis- 
sion, a report, and a bill, which passed the House and was sent 
to the other House. When the noble and learned lord opposite 
(Lord Cranworth) succeeded. to the Great Seal, he also intro- 
duced a measure upon this subject. He (Lord St. Leonards) 
had been for thirty years a consistent opponent of a general 
registry, not because he objected to it in itself, but because he 
was convinced that the evils arising from it would more than 
balance the benefits to be expected from it. The Bill, how- 
ever, passed their Lordships’ House, but when it reached the 
House of Commons a great change of opinion had taken place, 
and they would not even look at it. Another Royal Commis- 
sion was issued, and they unanimously rejected the idea of re- 
gistration of deeds. The proposition of the commissioners of 
1857 was @ registry, not of deeds, but of title, and they were 
of opinion that it was fitting and desirable that power should 
be given to grant an indefeasible, or, as it was called, a Parlia- 
mentary title. They thought that upon a man submitting his 
title to @ prim& facie examination he should be put upon a 





register as owner of the fee simple, but that he should 
thereby acquire an indefeasible title, but that his title hod 
remain subject to all the charges and equities attaching to if 
at the time of registration. The commissioners, however, 
thought that there might be cases where, under certain 
circumstances, a Parliamentary title might be conferred, 
and they proposed that when it had been shown that 4 
title was good, the owner might obtain a warranty upon 
payment of a small premium to the country. ~Thus the 
country would open an insurance office for granting titles upon 
payment of money. If the plan of the commissioners of 1857 
was adopted, there would be two sorts of owners—one without 
an indefeasible title, and the other with a “Parliamentary title 
to be binding upon all men. He should next proceed to put 
their Lordships in possession of the grounds upon which the 
commissioners based their objections to the granting of a Par- 
liamentary title to land. They said:— 


“ Tt would, we think, be oppressive either, on the one hand, 
to require claimants out of possession to come forward and 
make assertion of their rights in order to avoid losing them, or, 
on the other, to put the persons in possession to the defence 
their rights as against any stale claims or assertions of right 
that might be set up. We do not think that, in order to 
from our present system to a register of title, it would be 
necessary to create a jurisdictién in commissioners applicable 
to all land, whether encumbered or not, similar to that of the 
Incumbered Estates Court in Ireland, by which an absolute or 
Parliamentary title to the land, subject to leases or tenancies, 
should be declared. On the contrary, we concur in the opinion 
that to make a judicial or quasi-judicial examination of title an 
indispensable preliminary to admission to register would greatly 
narrow the benefits of registration.” 





Such were the views of the commissioners on the subject; but 
there was one other passage in their report to which he wished 
briefly to call their Lordship’s attention. It was as follows:— 


“We think that a compulsory investigation of title, though 
only required as a preliminary to registration, would be highly 
objectionable, and we do not recommend it. It would involve, 
as has been pointed out in the evidence before us, the — 
of having every title to every acre of land thoroughly investi- 
gated by a competent judicial tribunal. It would be distasteful 
to landowners, who would be very reluctant to disclose their 
titles, and it would occasion the bringing forward of many stale 
and ill-grounded claims, would give rise to litigation, and would, 
when completed, be of no practical benefit to any, except to 
those who contemplated selling their estates. It is also to be 
borne in mind that many persons in quiet possession of land 
have bought it under special or restrictive conditions of sale, 
which have precluded them at the time of their purchasing from 
calling for strict or proper evidence of the title, and have 
limited them to some short period of the title in their investiga- 
tion of it. It would, we think, be highly unjust to call ee 
persons in such a situation for strict and technical proof of 
title, such as alone any public authority charged with certify- 
ing titles ought to be satisfied with.” 


The two passages which he had just read pointed out, he 
thought, very forcibly the difficulties by which the whole ques 
tion was beset. The first point to be considered, in case inde- 
feasible title were granted, was, by whom it was to be conferred. 
The commissioners were entirely opposed to the creation of a 
new court for the purpose; nor could they be more indisposed 
than he was himself to the adoption of such a course. He was, 


_ however, at the same time, bound to say that, if an indefeasible 


title were to be given, it appeared to him the Government was 
right in confiding the duty of granting it only to competent 
hands, and he should, under those circumstances, offer no 
opposition to the constitution of the proposed new court. 
He might also observe that he saw no reason why, if an inde- 
feasible title could be granted by a particular court on the 
occasion of the sale of real property, it might not be conferred, 
although an immediate sale should not be in contemplation. 
With respect to the question of a register, he could only say 
that any register which should be established ought, in his 
opinion, to be metropolitan. The commissioners had, it was 
true, in dealing with the subject recommended that it should 
be both metropolitan and local. They would give to the me- 
tropolis its own register, and would also have one constituted 
in each of the sixty or seventy localities throughout the country. 
The reasons, however, which had induced the commissioners to 
make such a proposition, and which were based upon the sup- 
position that an indefeasible title to land was not to be 

would have no existence if the Bill of the Government were 
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* into law. In fact, it would be impossible under the 
operation of that measure to spread throughout various dis- 
tricts, a8 it were, a network of persons possessing that degree of 
know: 


and experi which, in order to carry its provi- 

sions torily into effect, it would be. desirable to secure. 
As.to the indefeasible title itself which it was proposed to give, 
be did not know how it could be granted with perfect safety; 
bat he should briefly draw their Lordship’s attention to the 
tions which were adopted by her Majesty’s ministers in 

order to guard against its being rashly confirmed. A person 
who desired an indefeasible title must apply to the new court, 
must furnish it with an abstract or evidence of ownership, and 
must prove to the satisfaction of the Court that he had been in 
n for five years. ‘This would occupy, say two months. 

it would be necessary to publish advertisements, and to 

post notices round about the property in question to apprise 
le that the owner had applied for an indefeasible title. 
That would occupy some time, and the Cuurt would then, he 
, address themselves to a solid, serious investigation of 

the title, and if they approved it they would make a provisional 
order that it should be deemed indefeasible at the end of twelve 
thonths, unless meanwhile an opposing claimant came forward. 
Heré,then, would already be sore sixteen months of delay. At 
the end of the twelve months all parties interested would be in- 
yited to attend, and if a final order were made in favour of the 
title that order must not operate until the expiration of three 
months longer, in order to give other claimants an opportunity of 
ing. ‘Thus nineteen months would beconsumed beforea final 
andimperative order was obtained. But an appeal was given to 
the Court of Chancery, which would perhaps occupy threemonths 
more; and after that there would be an appeal to the Honse of 
Lords, which could hardly occupy less than fifteen months; so 
that, if no impediment were presented, an indefeasible title 
could only be acquired at the end of sixteen months; while, if 
the right of appeal were made use of, the process might occupy 
some three years. When, too, they remembered that the new 
Court had the power of sending ‘issues to be tried in a court of 
law, it was evident that the litigation might be, from first to 
last, as long and as complicated as under the old system. In in- 
stancing these difficulties, he must not be considered as finding 
fault with the plan which had been submitted, but only as 
showing what were the obstacles in the way of doing that 
Which the Legislature were now attempting to do. And 
What was really proposed ? Why, when an indefeasible title 
was applied for every man was to-be called upon to come for- 
ward and oppose it. Fancy the alarm of an owner who found 
iidtices posted up at his gate inviting everybody who thought 
hehadaclaim to appear at such a time and such a place to 


prefer it, or otherwise to be for ever barred from doing so! This 
Would be to rouse the sleeping lions who lurked round many 
jhen’s estates, and to call forth every imaginable kind of claim- 


ant. ‘Then it should be remembered that while the Bill would 
the owner to make every claimant come forward and 
fake his claim, or else be for ever barred, there was no power 
which the claimant could make the owner enter into litiga- 
But suppose that a man had acquired through the Court 
an indefeasible title. The main difficulty would then begin. 
No one must appear on the register unless as an owner in fee 
simple, Now, there would always be an ambiguity as to 
the character man who was put on the register 
™ first proprietor, because he might be the mere 
66 Of some One else, and might have no interest in the 
tate. Suppose a man became an owner in fee simple and was 
W registered, he might then wish to make a settlement of his 
tite according to the everyday practice; but in such a case 
hie must come off the register, because, under the settlement, he 
Would merely be the tenant for life. Some other person must 
be named as the registered owner, and that nominee would 
the right to sell the entire estate if he chose to do so. 
hat, then, would become of the settlement? It would confer 
bo an equitable estate, and those who took under it could not 
wll-or leuse, or do anything, except by virtue of their equitable 
title, The legal fee would always be vested in the registered 
Owner. In case of encumbrances and settlements, a man inte- 
tested in them must take care that there were caveats and inhi- 
, oF he might lose his property, and it might happen that, 
trough the ess or dishonesty of a clerk, a caveat or 
ition would not be registered. Under such a system a man 
Would not have that enjoyment of his property which he now 
: Ha: thus far into the question, he would 
‘go more than that the question was one of import- 
ace as affecting the station and property of individuals, and be 
| but dhe object, which was to assist in pointing out the 

rs which surrounded the matter. 





Thursday, Feb. 24. 
Unraip LEerTers. 
Lord CotcHEsTER announced, in reply to Lord MonTEAGLE, 
that the recent Post-Office regulation respecting the trans- 
mission of unpaid letters has been rescinded. 


Law or EvipENcE IN CRIMINAL CasEs. 

Lord Brovenam laid upon the table a Bill, the object of 
which he stated to be to extend to defendants in criminal the 
privileges now enjoyed by those in civil cases of being examined 
if they chose. The change was one, he admitted, which, as 
introducing a material alteration in the law of evidence, ought 
not to be adupted without due deliberation; but he could not, 
at the same time, help thinking that the exclusion of defend- 
ants in criminal trials from the witness-box was based upon 
no solid reason. In ninety-nine cases out of 100 in which the 
Crown was the nominal, a private individual was the real 
prosecutor, and to contend that under such circumstances he 
might fairly be admitted to give testimony while his adversary 
was not allowed to say a word was, he thought, an anomaly. 
Now, it might be objected in the present instance, as it had 
been said in 1851, when a similar measure in reference to civil 
actions had been introduced, that the proposed change would 
tend to encourage perjury, and he should, therefore, wish to 
remind their Lordships of what had been in that respect the 
operation of the Bill of 1851. The fact was that, whereas the 
year before the passing of that Bill the number of commitments 
for perjury was 136, the number for a period 
after it had become law amounted to only 107. No good 
argument, under these circumstances, could, he thought, justly 
be drawn against the Bill which he had that evening to submit 
to the notice of the House from the results of the measure of 
1851, and-he trusted their Lordships would assent to its being 
read a first time. 

Lord CampsBett and the Lorp CHANCELLOR expressed 
strongly their opposition to the Bill; which was read a first 
time. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Feb. 18. 
New Mempzr. 


Mr. Whiteside took the oaths and his seat for the University 
of Dublin, 
OccastionaL Forms oF Prayer Bit 
Was read a third time and passed. 
Saute or Poisons Bua 
Was read a second time. 
Manor Courts (Irevanp) Bitz 
Was read a second time. 
Mepica Practitioners Act AMENDMENT BILL 
Was introduced by Mr. WaLPo zs, and read a first time. 


Buriats Act AMENDMENT BiLt 
Was introduced by Mr. Harpy, and read a first time. 


Monday, Feb. 21. 
New MEMBER. : 
Captain Hanbury took the oaths and his seat for Leominster. 


Tae Irish ARRESTS. 

Mr. Macuime gave notice that on an early day he would 
eall the attention of the House to the mode of arrest, and the 
treatment of certain persons charged with treasonable practices 
in Ireland. 

MAGISTRATES’ CLERKS. ~ . 

Mr. ApAms asked the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment whether any report had yet been received from the 
commission of inquiry on the subject of fees to magistrates’ 
clerks. 

Mr. WALPo_e said, that he had only received a partial re 
at present from the commission of inquiry, and he thought it 
unadvisable to act until he received full information upon the 
subject. 

CuurcH RatEs. 

Mr. WALPOLE, on introducing a Bill on Church-rates, stated, 
that he was about to propose, on the part of the Government, 
what he considered a just, moderate, and reasonable settlement 
of this question, which he believed to. be theonly practicable 
mode. The law as it stood was plain and clear; it imposed an 
obligation upon the parishioners of every parish to maintain the 
fabric of the parish church. On ‘the other hand, the law had 
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its inconveniences, arising from the changes wrought by time 
and circumstances. Premising that these rates were a charge 
upon property, or upon persons in respect to property, from 
time immemorial, from the results obtained by the returns of 
1852 and for the present year, it appeared that, while in 10,000 
parishes the amoutits contributed towards church fabrics by 
rate and by voluntary aid were nearly equal, the greater pro- 
portion of the landed proprietors liable to church-rates were 
Churchmen; showing that the plea of conscience was not a 
strong plea. The various schemes which had been proposed 
from time to time to remedy the grievance complained of under 
the existing law, including the proposition of Sir G. Grey and 
that of Mr. Puller, were all more or less liable to objection. 
The result was, that Parliament should reject all plans which 
would transfer the charge from the property now liable 
to it to property not at present liable; or which attempted 
to throw the obligation upon the public taxation of the 
country, or upon the revenues of the Church; and that 
it should set its face against all plans which, like that 
of Sir W. Clay, attempted to substitute for a legal obligation 
payment by means of pew-rents. The Government proposed 
to make the rate a landlord's rate, to enable the owners of land 
to charge it with a church-rate, extending the power to tenants 
for life, as well as owners in fee; to make incumbents and 
churchwardens corporations; and to make provisions for aiding 
this rent-charge by voluntary assistance. By this proposal the 
legal obligation which rested upon property to answer a debt 
to which it was justly liable was not abandoned. In order to 
relieve conscientious scruples, provisions would be made to 
exempt Dissenters from the rate; but persons claiming exemp- 
tion upon such a ground would not be permitted to take part 
in vestry meetings for imposing a church-rate. 

Lord J. RussEu said, the measure was framed in a concilia- 
tory spirit; but, with respect to that part of it which relieved 
from the payment of church-rates those who had conscientious 
scruples, it seemed to him that it changed the character of the 
Church of England, and did not maintain it as a national 
Church. It had always ap to him, that the whole case 
of the Established Church was, that it was for the general 
advantage of the community at large; that the placing a mini- 
ster of the gospel in a parish was a benefit, not only to Church- 
men, but to those who dissented from the Church; and the 
practical effect of making a distinction between the two would 
be to keep alive ill-blood in parishes, 

Mr. MEetxor asked, what would be done with regard to those 
towns where church-rates were not levied. 

The Bill was read a first time. 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Markets (Ireland) Bill; Lunatic Poor (Ireland) Bill; Medi- 
cal Act Amendment Bill; Burial Places Bill; Lunatics (Care 
and Treatment) Bill; Lunatic Asylums Bill. The two latter 
were referred to the special committee on Junacy. 


LocaL ASSESSMENTS EXEMPTION ABOLITION BILL. 

Mr. S. Estcourt, in moving for leave to bring in a Bill to 
abolish general exemptions from local assessments, said, that 
the question was referred to a select committee last year, whose 
recommendations had been carried out by the Bill. The Bill 
would make public establishments now exempt liable to rates; 
public property to the amount of £2,000,000 would be brought 
within the compass of parocial rating. Taking the average 
annual rating at 2s. 6d. in the pound, the Bill would entail a 
yearly additional expenditure of not less than £250,000. But 
the principle of the Bill was an equitable one, and he hoped the 
House would sanction it. 

Poor Law GUARDIANS. 

Mr. Estcourt brought in a Bill to define the period of limi- 
tation for payment of debts by boards of guardians, which the 
present law left uncertain. The Bill would empower boards of 
guardians in future to pay legally incurred debts within twelve 
months, and in certain cases the period might be extended to 


six months more. 
Thursday, Feb. 24. 
New MEMBER. 
Sir John Ramsden took the oaths and his seat for the West 
Riding. 
Hicu Suerirr. 
A Bill was introduced by Mr. D. Grurrrtu, for regulating 
the official expenses of High Sheriffs in England and Wales. 
TRiaL By Jury 1 SCOTLAND. 
Mr. DunBar moved for leave to introduce a Bill to amend 
an Act of the 17th & 18th years of her Majesty, for allowing 





verdicts on trials by jury in civil causes in Scotland to 
ceived, although the jury may not be unanimous. phe 

The Lorp Apvocare said, he had no objection to the intr. 
duction of the Bill. He understood a Bill of a similar natuy 


had been, or was to be, introduced into the other House affect. 


ing the law of England; and he hoped his hon. and learned 
friend would postpone the future stage of this measure, agit 
would be inexpedient to predetermine the question on a Bilj 
relating to Scotland, when another question might arise % 
regarded England. 
Roman CaTHoric OATH. 

Mr. J. FritzGERALD move that the House resolve itself into 
a committee to consider the 10 Geo. 4, c. 7, in relation to the 
oath thereby required to be taken instead of the oaths of alle. 
giance, supremacy, and abjuration. His object was to strike 
out of the oath now taken by Roman Catholics certain passages, 
some of which were insulting, others unnecessary. 

The motion was supported by Lord JoHn RussExt, and 
opposed by Mr. WaLPoLe and Mr. WHITESIDE. 

It was carried by 122 to 113. 

The House went into committee, when 

Mr. FitzGERALD moved that the Chairman be directed to 
move for leave to bring in a Bill to substitute an oath for the 
oath now taken by Roman Catholics. 

This motion was carried by 120 to 105. 


THe Buriat Piaces Bin 
Passed through committee. 


A BILL TO ESTABLISH A REGISTRY OF LANDED 
ESTATES. 


WueEREAs it is expedient to establish a registry of land: Be it 
enacted— 
Preliminary. 
1. [Short title. “The Land Registry Act, 1859.”] 
2. Act shall apply to England only. 
3. Her Majesty may by Order in Council determine the time at which 
registration under this Act is to commence. 
PART IL 
REGISTRATION OF LAND. 


Application for Registry. 


the one. 

ll. The registrar may, with the sanction of the Landed Estates Court, 
upon the delivery up to him of a land certificate, grant a new certificate 
in the place of the one so delivered up. . 


Estate of Registered Proprietor. 


» heriots, manorial rights of all de- 
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eh: tothe elas and ition cubriatine, Charen ot tne tne 
it with such ae as is hereinafter mentioned of con- 

indefeasible title on a purchaser for valuable consideration; and 
r who, instead of obtaining a conveyance by the Court of 
is registered as first proprietor of any land contracted to be sold 
~ an indefeasible state in fee simple, subject 
on the register, and subject also to 

if any, < are hereinbefore declared not to be 









entered on the register, the registrar 
on proof being given rm him of the discharge of such incumbrance, 
a memorandum of such discharge on the register. 


Power to Mortgage Land. 
15. The AL sosighg p tor of any registered land may, by an instra- 
ment, in ing under his hand, attested by one or more witnesses, and 
the samé manner as if it were an unregistered mortgage, 
same by way of mortgage with the payment of any principal 
ey, either with or without interest. 
ment of mortgage may, or not, confer a power of sale, to 
r a time to eg e by the instrument , it shall be 
re; r, who shall retain the same, and enter on the 
the mortgagee as the proprietor of such charge, and 
the particulars of the charge ; upon such entry completed, the regis- 
trar shall, if required, deliver to the mortgagee a certificate of mortgage, 
containing the —— of the entry made on the register. 

17. Where any land is ch: » in pursuance of this Act, with the pay- 
ment of any principal or interest monies, there shall be implied (unless 
words negativing such implication are contained in the entry on the regis- 
ter) # covenant on the part of the registered proprietor of such ~ his 
heirs, executors, and administrators, to pay the money so charged, and the 
intefest thereon, at the time and rate mentioned in the entry made on the 


§, The certificate of mortgage shall be primf facie evidence of the 
entry made on the register in respect of the matters mentioned in such 
certificate. 


19. Any mortgagee may, if default is made in payment of any principal 
sum due to him, or of any interest on any principal sum, at the time ap- 
ted for payment thereof, enforce all 





to the 


him, or for the foreclosure of the land, or otherwise howsvever, as he 

might have enforced if such land were not registered, or as near thereto 
as circumstances admit. 

20. Any mortgagee under an instrument conferring a power of sale may, 

any time after the expiration of the prescribed period, transfer the land 

a a redetered charge, or any part thereof, in the same 

manner as if he were registered proprietor of such land, with this qualiti- 

that if there are more persons than one registered as mortgagees 

the same Jand no si nent mortgagee shall, except under the order 

of some competent court, sell the land, without the concurrence of every 


mortgagee. 

‘ML. No mortgage on land shall be registered unless the land certificate of 
land is produced at the time of registry ; and it shail be the duty of 
Yegistrar to record on the land certificate, when produced, notice of 
Si porigane created; but any omission to record the same shall not in- 

or affect the pridrity any such moi e. 
. Registered mortgagee on the same land shall as between themselves 
according to the order in which they are entered on the register, and 

not according to the order in which they are created. 

Zz The registrar shall, on the requisition of the proprietor of any charge, 
or on the production of sufficient evidence that any charge or any portion 
thereof has dete vaycoigs or has been discharged, edlier such determination or 
discharge on the register. 

Transfer of Land. 
wa ertneate ort registered proprietor of land may, by endorsement on the 
Hedspnond or by such other instrument as the Landed Estates Court 
to time direct, transfer such land or any part thereof to 
¢ : The instrument of transfer shall contain « statement 
the -money, if any, paid or agreed to be paid for such transier, 
#t forth in words at full length: It shall be attested by one or more 
, and stamped in the same manner as if it were a conveyance of 


‘Phe instrument of transfer shall be delivered to the registrar, and 
mined by hivp, and he shall thereupon enter the name of the transferree 
tor of the land comprised in the instrument. 
viously to completing the transfer of any land, the registrar shall 
of Upon comp transferror of his intention to complete the same. 
‘ohm of the registry of the transtferree, the registrar 
ver to a aS te land eritivate, stating the incumbrances, if 
he il the land: He shall also, in cases where part only of the 
land is sold, Gave to the eS & tresh land certificate, containing a 


description of the poe ie ee. ia : 
person 0 in pursuance of a trans- 
asks for valuable conaierehans shall hold such land for an indefeasible 
in fee simple, — to the incumbrances, if any, appearing on the 
and subject also to such charges and interests, if any, as are 
declared not to be incumbrances, and are not expressly ex- 
by the register, but free from all other estates, incumbrances, and 

whatsoever. 

29. Every person registered as proprietor of land, in pursuance of a 
isfer made without valuable consideration, shall hold such land for an 
heat pe but subject as follows ; that is to say, firstly, to the 


appearing on the roglayer ; secondly, ty such 
eet if any, as are hereinbefore declared not to ne 
are not expressly excluded by the magia 
ay oreiieereh oo tutes, rights, or bo vig subject to which t} 4 
tror held the same, but free from all other estates, incumbrances, 
id interests whatsoever. 


Transfer of Mortgages. 


‘», A separate register shall be kept of mortgages, and every registered 
eerier of any mortgage tis by endorsement on the certificate of 
e, or by such other ment as the Court directs, transter such 


poh ae or any part theredf to another ee: ‘The instrument of 
shall contain a. siatement of the purchasc-money, if any, paid or 
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to be paid for such trans‘er, set forth in words at ns least: It 
shall be attested by one or more witnesses, and stamped in the same 
manner as'if it were an assignment of an unregistered mortgage. 

31. The instrument of transfer shall be delivered to the registrar, and 
retained by him, and he shal] thereupon enter the name of the transferree “ 
on the iter as proprietor of the mortgaye ccmprised in the instrument. 

62. Previously to completing the transfer of any mortgage, the 
shall give notice to the transferror ofhis intention to complete the same, 
and the transferror shall be deemed to remain a proprietor of such mort- 
gage until the name of the transferree is entered on the register in respect 


33. Upon completion of the registry of the transferree the registrar shall 
deliver to fo him a fresh certificate of mortgage. 


Transmission of Land and Mortgages. 


34. On the death of the registered proprietor of any land, such png 
shall be registered in the place of the deceased proprietor as may, 
application of any person interested in the land, be saoaoad ts by 2 
Landed Estates Court. 

35. On the death of the registered proprietor of any mortgage, the exe- 
cutor or administrator of such deceased proprietor shall be entitled to be 
registered in his place. 

36. Any person appointed by the Landed Estates Court, 
or administrator, when registered in the place of any 
of any land or mortgage, shall hold the land or mortgage in respect of 
which he is registered in trust for the persons and purposes to which it abe 
applicable by law, but he shall, for the purposes of any transfer, be dee: 
to be absolute proprietor thereof. 

37, Upon the emersate or bankruptcy of any registered proprietor of 
a toe | or mortgage, his assignees shall be entitled to be registered in his 
or her place. 

38. The husband of any female proprietor of land shall be entitled to be 
registered as co-proprietor with his wife of such land. 

39. Where land is registered in the joint names of husband and wife, no 
registered disposition of such land shall be made until the wife has been 
examined by the Landed Estates = apomen or some officer authorised by it, 
apart from her husb and has d to such disposition, after full 
explanation of her rights in the land, and of the effect of the proposed dis- 
position. 

40. The oo ag of any bankrupt or insolvent proprietor shall hold the 
land or mortgage in respect of which they are registered, subject to the 
equities upon and nd subject to which the bankrupt or insolvent held the same, 
but they shall, for the purpose of any-transier, be deemed to be absolute 
proprietor thereof. 

41. The fact of any person having become entitled to any land or mort- 
gage in conseqaence of the death or bankruptcy or insolvency of any regis- 
tered proprietor, or of the marriage of any female proprietor, shall be 
proved in sach manner as the registrar may from time to time direct. 

_ General Provision, 

42. The following rules shall be observed with respect to registry: 

1. No notice of any trust, implied, express, or constructive, shall be 
receivable by the registrar, or entered upon the register: 

2. Upon the occasion of the registry of two or more persons as Aan 
prietors of the same land or of the same mortgage, an 
with their consent, be made on the register, to the effect that ve 
the number of such a is reduced below a certain speci- 
fied number, no registered disposition of such land or mortgage 
shall be made by the survivor or survivors, except with the sanction 
of the Landed Estates Court: 

3. The Landed Estates Court may, upon the application of such sur- 
vivor or survivors, or of any persons beneficially interested in the 
land standing in his or their name, fill up any vacancy or vacancies 
that have occurred in the number of registered proprietors, and 
cause a@ transfer of the land to be made to the new proprietors 
jointly with such surviving proprietor or proprietors, or make such 
order in the premises as the Court thinks just: 

4, No alteration shall be made in the registered description of the par- 
cels, except upon the requisition of all persons appearing by the 
register to be interested in such lands, and upon the préducuon of 
such evidence as the registrar approves : 

5. The registrar shall not be compeiied to recognise any description of 
any parcel other than the registered description : 

6. Where the description by which any parce! was originally registered 
is altered, each proprietor shail be re. ponsible for the identity ot such 
altered parcel with the parcel as originally described. 

43. For the purpose of authorising or eddie @ transfer te be made 
of any registered land or registered mortgage, the Landed Estates Ccurt 
may exercise ail such powers as are vested in the Court of Chancery by 
the Trustee Act, 1850; or by any Act amending the same, in relation to 
transfers of stock. 

44. {Suppression or misrepresentation of any deed, &c., relating to 
title, to be misdemeanour.) 

PART IL. 


Effect and Protection of Unregistered Dispositions. 

45. The registered proprietor alone shall be entitled to or charge 
property by a regi-tered disposition; but any persony w the regis- 
tered proprietor or not, having a sufficient estate or interest in 
land, may, by any unregistered lease, settlement, will, or other instrument, 
create the same demises, estates for life, estates tail, or other estates and 
interests, as he might have created if this Act had not passed; and any 
lessee or other person entitled to or claiming any right in such estates or 
interests may protect the same from being impared by any act of the re- 
gistered owner, by entering on the register such notices, cautions, inhibi- 
tions, or other restrictions as are hereinafter-mentioned; but, subject to 
any notices of leases, no purchaser for valuable consideration of any re- 
gistered land or registered interest in land sha} be affected by any notice, 


" 


express, implied, or constructive, of any a ed «lisp 
Notice of Leases. 

46. Any lessee or other person entitled to or interested in a lease or 
agreement fur a lease of registered land, where the term granted exceeds 
twenty-one years, or where the occupation is not in accordance with such 
lease or agreement, way apply to the registrar to register notice of such 
Icase or agreement, and when so registered the registered proprietor for 


or any executor 
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the time being of the -_ and every person Sas oe Ores Leon 
pepe taped op er mortgages registered prior 6 registration 
be deemed to be affected with notice of such lease or 


47. pe ae register notice of a lease or agreement for a lease, if the 
red proprietor does not concur in such registry, the applicant shall 
deposit with the registrar the original lease, or a copy thereof, and shall 
prove to the registrar his title to register such notice, and thereupon the 
registrar shall make a note in the register of the principal estate identify- 
ing the lease so deposited, and the lease so deposited shall be deemed to be 
the instrument of which notice is given; but if the registered proprietor 
concurs in such registry, notice may be entered in such manner as may be 
agreed upon. 

48. The registrar shall keep a list of all persons who have given notices 
of lease. Every person whose name is entered in such list shall be deemed 
to be the holder of the notice in respect of which he is registered ; and no 
notice shall be removed except with the consent in writing of the holder 
for the time being of such notice. 

49. In the event of the death of any holder of a notice, his personal 
representative, in the event of his bankruptcy or insolvency ‘his assignees, 
and in the event of the marriage of any female holder of a notice her hus- 
band, shall be entitled to be registered in the place of the holder so dying, 
becoming bankrupt or insolvent, or marr: ; but such registry shall not 
be made, except upon the production of suc! * evidence of title as may be 
required by the registrar, and any person whose name is 80 shall 
have all the rights of the person in whose place he is entered. 


Caution. 
50. Any person interested under any lease, settlement, will, or other un- 
instrument, or by devolution in law, or as a judgment creditor, 
or otherwise howsover, in any land or mortgage registered in the name of 
any other party, may lodge a caution with the registrar, to thé effect that 
no dealing with such land or mortgage be had on the part of the regis- 
tered proprietor until notice has been served upon the cautioner. 
= 51. The caution shall be supported by an affidavit in such form as the 
Court directs, stating the nature of the interest of the cautioner, and such 
other matters as may be required by the Court, and containing the name 
and address of the cautioner, and also some place within the metropolis 
where he may be served with notice. 

52. If, after any such caution has been lodged in respect of any land or 
mortgage, application is made to the registrar to register any dealing with 
coe te ab me gn a eae ig the registrar may refuse to do 

so, upon the ground that a caution has been lodged, of the particulars of 
which he shall inform the one. and shall forthwith serve notice on 
the cautioner, informing him of the application, and warning him that his 
caution will cease to have any effect after the expiration of twenty-one 
days next ensuing the date of such notice; and after the expiration of 
such time as aforesaid the caution shall cease, unless an order to the con- 
trary is made by the Landed Estates Court, and upon the caution so ceasing 
ee ee Can ee an SEN as if no caution had been 





























































































































































































lodged. 

53. Notice may be served on the cautioner, either personally or by 
leaving the same, or sending it through the post in a registered letter, ad- 
dressed to the cautioner, at the address given by him in the metropolis, 
and such notice shall be deemed to have been served at the time when the 
letter containing the same would be delivered in the ordinary course of the 























post. 

54. If before the expiration of the said period of twenty-one days the 
cautioner, or some other person on his behalf, appears before the registrar, 
and enters into a bond, with sufficient security, conditioned to indemnify 
every party against any damage that may be sustained by reason of any 
Gealing * with the land "utiag delayed, the registrar a thereupon, if he 
thittks fit so to do, delay registering any dealing with the property for such 
further period as he may think fit. 

. In the event of the death of any cautioner his personal representa- 
the event of his bankruptcy or insolvency his assignees, and in the 
the of any female cautioner her husband, shall be en- 
eked notice in the place ot the cautioner so dying, becoming bankrupt 
or insolvent, or m 
56. Where two or more cautions are lodged with respect to the same 
iand or to the same mortgage, the cautioners shall, as between themselves, 
have priority ccomepts to the dates at which their cautions are lodged, 
not the dates of the creation of the claims in respect of 
which they have jodged such cautions, 

57. If any person lodges a caution with the registrar without reasonable 
cause, he shail be I be liable to make, to any person who may have sustained 
damage by the lodging of such caution, such compensation as may be just, 
and such compensation shall be deemed to be a debt due to the person 
who has sustained damage from the person who lodged the caution. 


Inhibition. 

58. The Landed Estates Court may, upon the application of any person 
interested, made in such manner as the Court directs, issue an order 
inhibitirg for a time, or until the occurrence of an event to be named in 
such order, or generally until further order, any dealing with any regis- 
tered Jand or registered mortgage. 

59. Previously to making any such inhibitory order as aforesaid, the 
Court shal! make such inquiries as to the circumstances of the land in 
respect of which the same is made, and of the parties interested therein, 
either as incumbrancers or otherwise, and direct such notice to be given, 
as it thinks necessary, to enable it to form a judgment as to the expediency 
of making such an order, and shall hear by themselves, their counsel or 
oe oe interested in such land who may apply to them to be 

Be The Court may make or refuse any such order, and annex thereto 
tions it may think fit, pang a such order when 
without costs, and generally act in the premises in such 

ustice of the case requires; and the registrar, without 
ee ah toe pO 


61. Where the registered pth = bad png is desirous 
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mortgage, or pad diy gas thevedl, welews the idioving things, or such of 

them as he may prescribe, are done (that is to say); 

Uniess notice of any appligation for a transfer is transmitted t 
to ouch address oo be noay opecity to the registrar af 














Unless the consent of some person, to be named by such propriety 


given to the transfer : 
Unless some such other matter or thing is | done as may be Tequired 
by the applicant and d by the 
62. The registrar shall thereupon make a note of such directions 
register, and no transfer shall be made except in conformity with sug- 
directions ; but it shall not be the duty of the registrar to enter any of thy 
above directions, except upon such terms as to payment and otherwise 45 





calculated to cause inconvenience ; 
time be withdrawn or modified at the instance of the registered 
for the time being, and shall also be subject to be set aside by 
or judgment of any competent court, 
Appeal. 

63. The Landed Estates Court may review, bpeccson pen th 
mote by 1s in, purmanee of Sis Ach: Gok, Soy Jeseee ogee’ we 
order of such Court may appeal to the Court A> 
such manner, within suc! en ee elon eee regulations and 

Landed Estates Court 


PART III. 
OrFIceE or Lanp REGISTRY, AND MISCELLANEOUS, 
64. An office, to be called the office of land registry, shall be established 


in such place in the me as the Commissioners of her 
Treasury may direct, and the business of such office shall be conducted 
a registrar, such number of t rs, 


. [Registrar ai pha ove mye ttedey wya Moe 9 the Lord Chan 

cellor ; —- &c., by the 2 . " 
Salary of registrar, 1000 a-year; assistant registrars, £500]. 

67. i Chancellor may order pensions for retiring officers). 

68. [Quarterly payment of superannuation allowances). 

69. tases Office of registry to have a seal]. 

70. [Registrar to frame and promulgate forms of 


71. 
fide]. 
Fees. 


72. The Landed Estates Court shall, with the assent of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, determine the amount of payments to be made to the registrar with 
respect to the following matters :— 

The first entry on the register of land and of incumbrances on mi 
The registry of transfers and transmissions of land and m 
And the Landed Estates Court may, with the like consent, from 
time alter any amounts so determined, but all payments seationee i 
section shall be paid into the receipt of her Majesty’s exchequer, and car- 
ried to the account of the Consolidated Fund of the United Kingdom of 
Great I Britain and Ireland. 
73. In determining the amount of fees ee eee a! registration 
under this Act, regard shall be had to the following matters 
1. In the case of the registry of land or of any transfer of land on he 
ion of a sale,—to the value of the land as determined by the 
amount of purchase-money ; 
2. In the gues of Gao Peatiry of land, or coy Soares Sat 
upon a sale,—to the value of the land, to be ascertained in 
manner as the Court ~S any General Oraer Gent 
3. In the case of registry of 4 mortgage or of any transfer of amore 
gage,— to the amount of such mortgage : 
i nevertheless, to the qualifications fe 

. The amount of fees payable shall not in any aati lied per: 
1: aot an the vals of ie lank or the auaaeen ao ene all 

2. A maximum amount shall be fixed, and in wears Do seinee 
any land or the amount of any mortgage exceeds such maxi- 
mum the Court may make payable in respect of such excess fees on 
such a reduced scale as the Court thinks expedient : 


of parcels, or of any other matter, an 
74. [Rules as to collection of fees.) 
75. {Former Stamp Acts to apply to stamps issued under this Act. 
76. Ppepemaclenyen ig 2! fem Buby bm oy. bated sg 4 costs 
to be paid to persons, other officers office of registry, in respect 
or cas porvicd teadatioh Wo Gis tn tay ‘nokter comihe wittin cogniz- 
ance of such office; and it may from time to time alter any such scale 
when fixed. 

Forma. 


77. The forms in the schedule hereto shall be used 
which they refer: The Landed Estates Court may from time to 
such alterations in such forms contained in the schedule 
requisite : It shall publish any form, when altered, in the London Gazette, 
and upon such publication ing made it shall have the same force as if it 
were included in the schedule of this Act. 


Inspection of Register. 
78. Suidoet to sath veeubedione us may be Hopaied set to the pare 
of such sums as ma; a ee ee eee ee hn tel 
of Go Laws any person registered as pane tare 
or 


yore rson authorised by an: pend Lanymmen 
‘rie Ode sol sar perm Det Bo other _ 





day of 
1 hereby corti, that A.B, "s the registered proprietor of the lands de- 


pe ee 


application, &.] 
{Registrar not to be liable in respect of acts done or omitted bont. 
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of the lands described in the accom- 
charge the same with the payment of 
data, Soh interest thereon, at the rate of 
payable to the said John Jones, or his 

and the first of July in every year; but no 


John 


Form of Certificate of Mortgage. 


day of 
, that John Jones is entitled to a charge of ten thousand 
lands described in the schedule annexed to this certificate, 
to the said John Jones on the first day of 
of July in every year, at the rate of five pounds 
has a power to sell the land at the expira- 
day of (but no covenant 
or interest is to be implied on the part of the 


: C. D., Registrar. 
Form of Transfer of Land. 


day of ° 
A.B., in consideration of seven hundred pounds 
C.D. the within-mentioned lands. 

(Signed) A.B. 


Form of Transfer of Mortgage. 
day of 


within-named John Jones, in consideration of ten thousand pounds 
to me, hereby transfer to John Smith the within-mentioned 


(Signed) Joun Jones. 


»< 
a 


Erelany. 





DusLin, THURSDAY. 

THE LAND TRANSFER AND REGISTRY BILLS. 
It is impossible to read over Sir. Hugh Cairns’ Bills without 
coming to the conclusion that they are framed with a cautious 
@ideavour to avoid untried and dangerous ground, and to adopt 
4s far as possible, the results of actual experience. A less pru- 
dent legislator might have proposed to withdraw all dealings 
with land from the ordinary courts, and confide them to some 
new tribunal, regardless of the axiom that confidence is a 
“plant of slow growth.” Such g proposition would have been 
equally obnoxious to the owners of land and to the lawyers. 
As the Solicitor-General’s scheme stands, none but voluntary 
suitors will have recourse to the Court to be charged with the 
investigation of title; and as few persons take steps of that 
kind without the advice of their lawyers, the amount of busi- 
ness transacted by the Court will depend altogether upon its 
“good behaviour,” and consequent popularity with the pro- 
fession. _ The chief distinction between this proposed court and 
its Irish prototype is, of course, the facility with which creditors 
could always proceed in the latter, to compel payment of their 
incumbrances. The Solicitor-General, than whom no man 
knows more of both Irish and English law, doubtless considers 
that no such increased facilities are called for in England. 
The reformed ce of the Court of Chancery contrasts 
favourably with the state of things existing in Ireland in 1849. 
At the same time it is to be remembered that most incum- 
brancers on land in England are armed with powers of sale, 
Which were, until very , unknown in Irish conveyancing. 
For these and other reasons it is plain that no Incumbered 
Court is ag in England. It is also plain to those 
who take the trouble to consider the subject, that a court where 
owners of land can have their titles investigated, and judicially 
Tenewed, is just as much required in one part of the United 
asin another. Hence this plan for creating a tri- 
bunal ready to inquire into such titles as the landowners may 
thoose to submit for inquiry, and empowered after making 
inquiries, and giving ample notice, to create a new root 
of beyond which it can never again be necessary to 


wo very important questions now arise, for resolving which 
will be well to reour ( the experience which the | ej 
In have already acquired—for we know of no other 
Method of ans them. Firstly, What effect has this plan 
Parliamentary titles on the ordinary conveyancing 
? Secondly, How far does a me 
country practitioners by centrali 


questions is very easily answered. Con- 
and settlements, are found to be somewhat 





shorter than they formerly were, for the old recitals are now 
rendered unnecessary by the creation of a new and recent 
starting point. Indemnities against outstanding incumbrances, 
and covenants for the production of title deeds, are also, to a 
great extent, superseded.. On the other hand, the number of 
deeds of. all kinds prepared and executed, has very greatly in- 
creased. ‘The simplification of title has induced a very large 
number of persons who never before dreamed of i 
landowners, to become so. Mercantile men who had, as a class, 
a horror of special conditions of sale, and lengthy abstracts of 
title, and preferred other and more facile modes of investment, 
are now attracted into the land market. Farmers and tenants 
anxiously compete for the ownership of the soil, in which want 
of opportunity, and not want of inclination, has hitherto pre- 
vented them from having a more lasting interest than a short 
lease, or a yearly tenancy. In the vicinity of towns numerous 
plots have been parcelled out for building, each with its 
separate deed of conveyance to a separate owner, whose subse- 
quent dealings of course give rise to fresh conveyancing. These 
are but a few of the ascertained results of freeing land from 
complications of title, and rendering a long retrospective inquiry 
on every dealing unnecessary. Did any doubt remain as to the 
increased transfer of transactions arising out of the ownership 
of land, it would be removed by a reference to the statistics of 
the Registry of Deeds Office. That institution, faulty as it- is, 
is at least of some use in proving the increased ‘number of 
transactions involving registered deeds; and it is an ascertained 
fact, that the number of such deeds has doubled since 1850, 
when estates first began to pass through the Incumbered Estates 
Court, and to get, so to speak, into general circulation. | Our 
conclusion is, that it is as clearly for the advantage of the -pro- 
fession as it is for the public good, that estates should ‘be capable 
of being easily transferred from hand to hand, and should be 
also capable of easy subdivision into smaller properties. 

Secondly, if a Landed Estates Court be created at all, it must 
almost of necessity be a metropolitan one. It is true that 
bankruptcy and county courts are located in the provinces; 
but the reasons for their being so located do not apply in the 
present case. The personal attendance of the suitor can 
be required for any purpose in connection with the 1 
of a Court whose only function is the adjudicating on his title. 
All the proceedings and all the proofs are documentary, and 
can be as well prepared in one place as in another. Per- 
haps it might with some reason be contended that the 
Court of Chancery tends to neutralise legal business, as 
many of the steps taken, and documents made use of in 
the progress of the suit, are of such a character that they must 
be entrusted to the town agent. When, for instance, the hear- 
ing comes on, the country solicitor can render little assistance. 
All papers drawn or revised by counsel must also be excluded 
from the list of matters which can be done in the country. But 
the steps to be taken in a Landed Estates Court to obtain a de- 
claration of title are essentially different. Counsel’s advice may 
possibly be desired in the progress of the matter, but his ser- 
vices as draftsman are not required. The petition (the initia- 
tory step) can best be prepared by that solicitor who has most 
intimate knowledge of the title and circumstances of the pro- 
perty. It may be sent up in a perfect state to be placed on the 
file of the Court. The notices then to be served and published 
simply follow a form sanctioned by the Court, and are adver- 
tised both in provincial and metropolitan journals. The chief 
document made use of, the abstract of title, may, of course, be 
prepared in the country. No provincial solicitor in Ireland 
would think of delegating the preparation of it. Wher com- 
pleted, it is verified by affidavit before a master extraordinary, 
by whom it is (as are affidavits generally) sealed up, and trans- 
mitted to the proper officer of the court. The observations 
and queries made by the Court in the abstract-are replied to 
and explained in like manner. The evidence used in 
of the abstract—title deeds, statutory declarations, and certifi- 
cates—are sent up to be lodged im court and examined. If a 
sale of the estate be contemplated, it may be, and frequently 
is, ordered to take place in the nearest large town, before a local 
auctioneer, by whom the biddings are transmitted to the Court 
for confirmation, 

It must be clear, from what has been stated, that a i 
cial solicitor, desirous of conducting a Landed 
proceeding, can do so with perfect facility. He 
everything but attend at the court to take direc 
the documentary business, for transaction of which 
bably the regular family solicitor), is the fitted, 
carried on no better in metropolis than elsewhere. 
court, be it remembered, is not one for trial of 
tions, for briefs, hearings, and examination of wi 
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are comparatively few meetings or attendances in court. The 
investigation of title is the principal and exclusive function; 
and the perfectness of the abstract is the main point to be 
attended to by the practitioner. 

Se well is this understood in Ireland, that in an ex parte pro- 
ceeding (and Sir H. Cairns proposes to allow none but ex parte 
proceedings) the share of the work falling to a town agent is 
very small, compared with his share of ordinary business in 
chancery or common law. We do not assert that the major 
part of the cases in the Irish court are conducted by country 
solicitors; but we assert confidently, that where a country soli- 
citor has, from his acquaintance with the title, or from any 
other cause, been engaged to prosecute a petition in that 
court, he has invariably been able to do so with complete 
facility, and without being under the necessity of delegat- 
ing any material part of the work to his town agent. Of 
course, no statistics are to be obtained on such a question; 
but we do not hesitate to say that the average proportion of 
the costs of a proceeding in the Irish court, which would fairly 
fall to the town agent, on a division made simply in respect of 
the work done by each, would not’ exceed ten per cent. of the 
entire; and considering that the abstract, and the proofs in 


support of it, constitute, by far, the largest item in every bill. ° 


We believe that this is overstating the share of work falling to 
the town agent. In point of fact, agents are remunerated either 
by a division of profits, as in England, or by a small annual 
salary or allowance; but this mode of arrangement, of course, 
leaves the proportions unaffected. It will not be necessary to 
say apy more on this point than this—that whatever apprehen- 
sions may be entertained by the persons, there is not the 
slightest ground for any on the part of the country solicitors; 
for we have proved by reference to existing facts, and to those 
only, that the country solicitor can himself procure a suitable 
title for his client without the intervention of any other person, 
except so far as some attendances, and other merely formal 
steps, may require it. Some further remarks on these Bills 
must be reserved for a future occasion. 


ADDRESS OF THE SOLICITORS TO BARON 
PENNEFATHER. 

On Saturday last a large meeting of the attorneys and soli- 
citors took place, in the reading-room of the solicitors’ building, 
Four Courts, for the purpose of presenting an address to the 
venerable Baron Pennefather. Mr. Goddard, as president of 
the Council of the Incorporated Society, addressed his Lordship 
in suitable terms, and expressed his gratification at being made 
the medium of presenting an address signed by eight huhdred 
attorneys and solicitors, The address was as follows :— 


Sirn,—The attorneys and solicitors of Ireland deem it a privilege to be 
permitted, on your retirement from the bench, which you so long adorned, 
to express their unfeigned admiration of your public and private charac- 
ter, and the pre-eminent talent, strict impartiality, and unshaken indepen- 
dence with which you have, for more than half the space o; man’s allotted 
term, discharged the various duties of the high office which you have now 

ed, You retire, Sir, from public life full of years, in possession of 
that clear and powerful intellect for which you have been always remark- 
able, now freed from judicial labour, with full leisure to enjoy undisturbed 
contemplation of a better state of existence; and knowing that in your re- 
tirement you can look back with unalloyed satisfaction on the distinguished 
course which a good Providence has enabled you for so long a period to 
pursue, you can rest satisfied that you have done your duty to your 
country. In conclusion, we respectfully assure you that, although with- 
drawn from public life, your name will not be forgotten, and that the 
urbanity and courtesy with which you have at all times treated the mem- 
bers of our profession, will be ever gratefully remembered. 


The learned Baron returned the following reply, which was 
read by yhis nephew, E. Pennefather, Q.C. :— 
To the Attorneys and Solicitors of Ireland. 

GENTLEMEN,—I receive with much gratification this expression of your 
continued kind feeling towards me. On a former occasion you came for- 
ward to tender to me your meed of approbation and esteem, and, at the 
same time, Ye expressed P se desire that I might remain in the station I 
had even then so long filled. My inclination as well as my duty led me 
cheerfully to comply with the wish expressed py you in a manner so com- 
plimentary to myself. It has pleased the Almighty hitherto to allow me to 
discharge the duties of my station, you kindly say, with unim 
—- and vigour. Nevertheless, I have thought that the time at 
le arrived when, with gratitude to Him from whom all good flows, I 
should resign that trust which He has so long permitted me to hold, and if 
I have seemed to merit your approbation and regard, I must, in the first 
instance, give Him thanks, while I repeat to you the expression of satis- 
faction that I feel at your address, coming from such a body as the attor- 
neys and solicitors of Ireland, adopted by them with so much unanimity, 
and authenticated so as to record the name of every individual who has 
thus honoured me. I cannot conclude without adverting in the warmest 
manner to the sense I entertain of the zealous co-operation you have at all 
times afforded me in the discharge of my official duties, effi- 
ciently the true interests of your clients, and showing the greatest defer- 
ence to the Court, and to me personally. 

Baron Pennefather then bade farewell cordially to Mr. God- 


dard and the rest of the assembly, and the proceedings termi- 





Scotland. 


EDINBURGH. 
Court or Session.—First Drvisron. 
Panton v. Graham, 


Panton of Garthamlock desires to have the tenant of one of 
his coal mines removed from a pit which he had agreed to give 
up within two years, that it might be sunk deeper in order to 
work lower seams of coal. Graham was to have £500 from 
Panton to pay for the digging of a new pit to allow him to have 
access to his mine. Panton, about the middle of the two years, 
gave Graham uotice that his lease had expired, and informed 
him that he carried on operations at his own peril. 

The Court held that Panton could not. found upon the 
mutual contract to the effect of turning Graham out of the pit 
at the end of the two years, as he had not fulfilled his own part 
of it, he not having paid the £500, and by giving his tenant 


reason to fear that his lease was invalid, made. his position such. 


that no prudent man would have gone on with the digging of 
the new pit, which had to be finished before he could give up 
the old one. 
Seconp Division. 
Presbytery of Paisley v. Lyell. 

The law-agent of the presbytery of Paisley had a cousin 
named Robert Clunie, who used to lend him money occasionally, 
The South church of Paisley being in want of funds, Clunie, 
at the request of his cousin, advanced £190 to the presbytery, 
and had the church transferred to him by a disposition ex facie 
absolute, but really, it is alleged, to be held in trust. The 
presbytery paid back the £190 to their law-agent, but before 
he could pay it over to ti cousin, and have the church recon. 
veyed to the presbyte.;, his cousin died of cholera. The 
presbytery has raised a decilarator of trust, and the law-agent 
swore that it was held in trust by his cousin, and that he 
received a back letter from him which he had lost. ‘The Court 
held that the only proof of competent trust by the Act 1696, 
c. 25, being the writ or oath of the trustee, that the church* 
belonged to Clunie’s heirs, and not to the presbytery. 


Ovrer Hovse.—Lorp BENHOLME. 

The Rev. Mr. M‘Millan, Free Church minister of Cardross, 
was, by the last General Assembly of the Free Church, ‘sus-' 
pended from the office of the holy ministry sine die, for being 
seen several times in a state of intoxication, and for offering to 
make improper advances to a blacksmith’s wife. The evidence’ 
against him was considered very defective; and he applied for 
interdict to prevent the Church from carrying out the sentence 
of suspension. Lord Ordinary Kinloch refused the interdict, and 
the Assembly being sitting at the time, the notice of application 
for interdict was presented. Dr. Candlish moved the question be 
put to Mr. M‘Millan, as to whether he had applied to the civil 
court; and on his answering, ‘“ Yes,” instantly moved that he 
be deposed, which was done. He has raised actions of reduc- 
tion of both the sentences of deposition and of suspension, and 
has called for the production of these sentences, that they ma’ 
be reduced. Lord Benholme has held that the Free Chu 
is not bound to satisfy the production; and that the pur- 
suet’s status as a minister of that Church, the jurisdiction of 
the Assembly is supreme, and not subject to any civil court in 
respect that, by the fundamental principles of the Free Church, 
as established in their deeds, and other standards to which Mr. 
M‘Millan had given his personal adherence, all matters of 
ecclesiastical discipline are referred to the final sentence of the 
General Assembly, as the body entitled exclusively to adjudi- 
cate upon them; and finds that its members are bound to sub- 
mit to such final sentences, and not to bring them in question 
before any civil court. 


- 





The Provinces, 


BIRMINGHAM.—The New Magistrates.—The Lord Chancellor, . 
on the requisition of the Town Council and the Borough Jus» 
tices, has added eleven magistrates to the commission of the 
peace for this borough. It will be recollected that eight. gentle- 
men were nominated by the Couggil, and ten by the Justices. 
Of the Council nominees three only have been appointed; viz. 
the Mayor, and Aldermen Sturge and Cox, Of those nomi- 
nated by the Justices eight have been; selected; viz. Messrs. J. 
Armitage, T. Lane, S. S. Lloyd, C. R. Cope, Brook Evans, Ws. 
Gough, Westley Richards, and Samuel Rawlings. . The reasons 
which have influenced the selections and the rejections are 
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inscrutable. The majority are Tory, as might be expected 


from @ party Chancellor like Lord Chelmsford, but the motive 
gems to be dislike to the principle of popular nomination, 
rather than any particular political bias. In reference to the 

tation made to the Lord Chancellor in favour of Alder- 
man Hawkes and Hodgson, that functionary has stated that the 
ere taking out of an annual certificate to practise as a solicitor 
jshis test of a disqualification for the office of magistrate, no 
matter what may be the kind of business to which he confines 
his practice—Daily Post. 

CHESHIRE.—Proposed Removal of the Assizes—At the ad- 
j quarter sessions, held at Knutsford, on Tuesday last, 
Mr. Mainwaring, the deputy chairman, gave notice of a motion 
which he intended to lay before the magistrates. to the effect 
that two gaols in the county of Chester being unnecessary, it 
jsexpedient that Chester Castle should be discontinued as a 
prison for criminal offenders; that Knutsford Gaol be the only 
county prison and House of Correction; and that the assizes 
and quarter sessions be held at Knutsford only. Mr. Main- 
waring proposed that the motion should be brought before the 
notice of the magistrates on the first day of the next Michael- 
mas sessions, when a larger attendance of magistrates might be 

The notice was ordered to lie on the table—Man- 
chester Guardian. 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE.—The late William Vizard, Esq—In 
our obituary a few weeks ago was recorded. the decease of a 
remarkable man, in whom the county of Gloucester claims an 
interest. We are, therefore, led to offer some reminiscences of 
the career of William Vizard, Esq., of Little Faringdon, Berks, 
and formerly of 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, who departed this life 
on January 15th, 1859, in his 85th year. He belonged to an 
age and class now nearly away, who distinguished them- 
‘elves and rose to eminence in their sphere of life through 
singular ability, and the circumstances of the times in which 
they lived. Descended from an old family at Dursley, where 
his father practised as a solicitor during a long life, and himself 
the second of three sons brought up to the legal profession, 
Mr. Vizard was sent to London, after finishing his education 
at the College School at Gloucester, and artivled to a re- 

le solicitor in Gray’s-inn, where he afterwards took 

bers and commenced practice on his own account in 

the like profession. Am adjoining set of chambers was then 
occupied by the late Mr. Creevy, M. P., with whom Mr. 
Vizard accidentally became acquainted; and this circumstance 
ears to have opened the way to his future prosperity. 
allied himself to the Whig political party, he was em- 

ployed in conducting the case at the bar of the House of Com- 
mons against the famous Orders in Council issued in retalia- 
tion for B ’s Berlin decrees. He also acquired a great 
tation for conducting contested elections, and carrying them 
merwards, when their results were disputed, through Parliamen- 
tary committees, and was much employed in Parliament in the 
business of di ising some of the old boroughs in Cornwall] 
and elsewhere, waits Ms goaeenl positon increased at the same 
time to a considerable extent. ing the Regency, before the 
Princess of Wales quitted England, he was appointed her 
solicitor, and on her return to this country as queen, after the 
accession of George IV., it devolved on him to conduct her Ma- 
jesty’s defence in the famous trial before the House of Lords which 
followed the introduction of the Bill of Pains and Penalties by 
the Prime Minister. On this important occasion, Mr. Vizard 
exercised such professional skill and indefatigable industry as 
tended in no small degree to the successful result with which 
his efforts for his royal client were ultimately crowned; and 
he was the first to announce the withdrawal of the Bill, from 
the balcony of the House of Lords, to the assembled crowds, 
who were waiting the result with impetuous excitement, threa- 
tening even to break open the doors of the building. On the 
accession of the Whigs to office in 1830, he was immediately 
offered by Lord Chancellor Brougham the office of Secretary 
of Bankrupts, previously filled by a barrister, and then produc- 
ing emoluments to the amount of about £2500 a-year.” The 
first duties of his office were to co-operate with his Lordship in 
entirely remodelling the jurisdiction of bankruptcy in London, 
causing a considerable diminution in the expense of adminis- 
tering bankrupts’ estates, and a permanent reduction of the 
income of his own office to about £1200 a-year; and also in 
establishing the system of official assignees, as a remedy to the 
evils so loudly complained of connected with the management 
of bankrupts’ estates by creditors’ assignees only. The Lord 


Chancellor's Secretary of Bankrupts was always changed with 
the ministry, and Mr. Vizard, ¢) re, went out with the 
Melbourne Administration, but he was again appointed to 


the office on the return of the Whigs to power, when the 





great seal was put in commission, and twice afterwards re- 
appointed by two successive chancellors, Lords Cottenham and 
Truro. He was thus four times made Secretary of Bankrupts, a 
distinction to which none, probably, in his branch of the pro- 
fession ever before attained, and ultimately resigned the office, 
when increasing age made him feel that the time had now 
arrived for diminishing his labours. During the period he held 
this office, he was also appointed to fill another, which was 
created by the Whig Government, that of solicitor to the Seere- 
tary of State for the Home Department. This office was after- 
wards considered unnecessary, and a debate took place in the 
House of Commons on the subject, during which members on 
both sides of the House spoke of Mr. Vizard in the most flat- _ 
tering terms. He then resigned, though contrary to the advice 
of some of his Parliamentary friends. It may be mentioned, 
that it was through his influence and exertions the town of 
Dursley was made the place of election for the Western Divi- 
sion of Gloucestershire, for which he was afterwards presented 
by the town with a gold snuffbox. He was on more than one 
occasion offered a seat in Parliament, but declined the honour, 
on the ground that it would interfere too much with his pro- 
fessional duties. After a long life, spent in conducting a most 
extensive business with great zeal, promptitude, and ability, 
and with the highest character for rectitude and integrity, 
numbering among his clients some of every rank in the nobility, 
and many of them becoming his personal friends, he ultimately 
withdrew from business a few years ago, and spent the re- 
mainder of his days in cheerful and tranquil retirement at his 
seat at Little Faringdon, enjoying the pursuits of country life, 
to which he had always been much attached. His remains 
were removed thence to his native town, Dursley, on Friday, 
the 2ist January, where they lie interred with those of his 
ancestors.— Bristol Mercury. 


LivERPOOL.—Sale of Poisons Bill—The Liverpool Chemists’ 
Association held a meeting, on Thursday evening, Feb. 17, when 
many of the provisions of the proposed Government Sale of 
Poisons Bill were strongly denounced as harsh, useless, and insult- 
ing: The following resolution was ultimately agreed to:—* That 
the council of the association be instructed to represent to the 
Government that certain modifications in the present Bill 
would, in their opinion, render it the least objectionable yet 
proposed; but that they consider that the thorough education 
of drug vendors is the only protection against accidents from 
poisons.” 

Orton.—The Simony Case.—The Bishop of Carlisle delivered 
judgment in this case, in the Consistory Court, Carlisle, on 
Monday. His Lordship pronounced the Rector of Orton, the 
Rev. F. P. Wilkinson, guilty of the offence charged, and con- © 
demned him in the costs of the proceedings, but he held that 
the patron was the more blameworthy of the two, and con- 
demned his conduct in strong terms. 


Preston.— Alleged Defamation.—It is said that the next 
assizes at Liverpool will furnish a trial for defamation of cha- 
racter likely to be of some interest in Preston and its neighbour- 
hood. ‘The defendant is a clergyman, noted for his zeal and 
vehemence in the propagation of Protestantism, and his oppo- 
sition to other religious systems. The plaintiff was, formerly, 
one of his disciples,—a young man who, a few months ago, 
was removed to a college to be trained to the work of the 
ministry. It is alleged that reports injurious to the character 
of plaintiff have been circulated by the defendant, and have led 
to his ejection from the college. Two clergymen were believed 
to be implicated in the affair, and writs served upon both, but 
the proceedings against one have been withdrawn. The second 
action, however, we are assured, will go for trial—Preston 
Guardian. 


Worcester.—At the City Quarter Sesions, the Rev. W. 
English took the oaths on his induction to the vicarage of 
Broadway. It is rather rare for a country clergyman to qualify 
before a city court, but the incumbent derives this advantage 
—he pays a fee of 2s. 6d. only, whereas he would have been 
called upon to pay two guineas if he had qualified at the county 
sessions.— Worcester Chronicle. 


we 
—>— 


It transpired yesterday afternoon that the appeal made by 
the official manager of the Tipperary Bank against the judg- 
ment recently given in the Landed Estates Court in favour 
of the London and County Bank had been dismissed with 
costs. This confirms the right of the latter establishment to 
the lands in dispute, and the event must be regarded with satis- 
faction by the shareholders.—Observer, Feb. 18. 
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Communications, Correspondence, and 
@xtracts. 


REGISTRATION AND TRANSFER OF TITLES TO 
REAL ESTATE. 
To the Editor of Tae Souicrrors’ JourNaL & REPoRTER. 

Six, —As in your Journal of to-day you invite communica- 
tions on the Solicitor-General’s two Bills, I venture, as a 
member of the bar, who has paid great attention to the subject, 
to offer a few remarks for the consideration of the legal profes- 
sion, and which I trust may, through your Journal, reach also 
some members of the Legislature. 

There is a radical defect in the principle of the Solicitor- 
General’s measure; (I treat the two Bills as one;) it is this; 
that there are no local registries contemplated by it. For trans- 
fers and mortgages of registered titles, it is essential for public 
convenience that there should be provincial registries; but a 
Parliamentaty title ought to be obtainable in the Metropolis 
only, under the supervision and responsibility of a registrar- 
general, who for that purpose should be selected from among 
the most eminent of the conveyancing counsel in practice, with 
& salary equal to that of a Vice-Chancellor, inasmuch as his 
judicial functions would yequire equal, if not greater, ability 
and learning; indeed, it ‘is difficult to imagine a more anxious 
office than that of declaring an indefeasible title on a voluntary 
application, 

The Solicitor-General’s measure is further defective, inas- 
much as it is confined to the registration of fee-simple titles, 
There is no sound reason why, for the purpose of transfer on a 
registry, and for that purp.se only, any title to land should not 
be registered under a non-Parliamentary. title. Why should 
not a tenant for life have liberty to elect a registry for the future 
transfers of his life estate, instead of a succession of deeds of 
conveyance ? Make a registered title transferable on a regis- 
try on’y. and on production of the certificate of registration to 
the registrar, and of a contract at its foot, attested by a statu- 
tory declaration of the solicitor to the intended transferrer and 
the solicitor to the intended transferree that the contract has 
been entered into, not only is there a perfect security against 
fraud, but the public would have a simple and cheap mode of 
local transfer; and the transferree would have no occasion 
whatever to investigate the title, except up to the date of the 
first registration of it. 

If in every county town a registry on this principle were 
established, with parochial Jand registry books for every parish 
in that county, doubtless many country solicitors would advise 
their clients to resort to it; and such registry might receive the 
Parliamentary title when established in the metropolis, and the 
subsequent transfers of that title might afterwards be made on 
the local registry. 

The Solicitor-General’s measure is, moreover, wrong in prin- 
ciple, investing, as it does, the Landed Estates Court — or 
rather the registrar—with judicial functions, co-equal with 
those of the Court of Chancery (sect. 33—Title to Landed 
Estates Bill); whereas, unless the Legislature is prepared to 
supersede the jurisdiction of the other courts, the Landed 
Estates Court ought, except for the single purpose of declaring 
a Parliamentary title, to be purely a ministerial court—minis- 
terial to the Court of Chancery, in the same manner as the 
Accountant-General of that court-—ministerial to the public, 
in the same way as the Bank of England. 

If local registries were established, and the production 
to the registrar of the certificate of registration were made 
an indispensable condition precedent to a transfer or to 
a first registered mortgage, it is obvious that such certi- 
ficate, accompanied by the previous title deeds, would, when 
deposited asa security for money, be a perfect equitable 
mortgage; whilst mortgagors, by being furnished with an 
office copy of a first registered mortgage, could always have 
power to effect a registered second, or other subsequent regis. 
tered mortgage, with ease and expedition. There seems to be 
no such provision made by the Solicitor-General's measure. 

I cannot take up more of your valnable columns. Suffice it 
to say, that if both a metropolitan registry, and local registries, 
for the registration of titles to land, were established, with 
proper machinery for effecting registered transfers, and regis+ 
tered. mortgages, not only would country solicitors have a lurge 
inerease of conveyancing business, but the public would be 
benefited in the highest degree. Such machinery, if wanted, is 
forthcoming; but, having listened tothe Solicitor-General's 
specch, [ ain able to suy, confidently, that Sir H. M. Cairns 
and the Government are still on their hands and knees with 





regard to the registration of titles to land —I am, Sir, your 
very obediently, 

9, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Feb, 19, 1859. 
THE MARRIAGE LAW. 

To the Editor of Tuk Sotrcrtors’ JourNat & 

Sm,— There is a very oe article in the pre 
number of the Quarterly Review, on the improvements of thy 
Patent Law, and on the great facilities now afforded to ’ 
and professional men for inspection and examination of the 
treasures of art in the Patent Office; but concluding with g 
woful picture of the inconveniences patentees and others arg 
put to in the miserable offices allotted for thé purpose, and the 
narrow space in which ingenious men are now necessarily 
“ cribbed, cabined, and confined,” in the researches they have tg 
make as to past inventions and discoveries, 

Surely the allocation of suitable new offices for tees, in 
whose success we have so great an interest, should add some 
weight with Government in inducing them to erect a 
law courts and registry offices, in substitution for those now in 
the keeping of the Master of the Rolls—-I am, Sir, yours 
respectfully, A Patents. 

February 24, 1859. 


Epwarp Wepergg, 


"" 
— 


Societies anv Enstitutions. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO. 
CIATION. 





By a report recently laid before the managing committee, it 
appears that during the last long-vacation, and prior to 
very successful and agreeable meeting which was held 
Bristol, in October, the towns of Manchester, Preston, Ol]: 
Skipton, Colne, Halifax, Wakefield, and Huddersfield, were 
visited by the secretary. These annual gatherings in varions 
parts of the country, besides their many other advan 
afford very valuable opportunites to the provincial members 
the association for exercising an important and beneficial influ. 
ence upon the operations of the managing committee, 
also, in general, lead to a considerable accession of new sub- 
scribers. In the last long-vacation no fewer than seventy gen- 
tlemen joined the association. 

Among the questions upon which the opinion of the 
mittee has been requested, is the following, which arose oe 
the Probate and Administration Rules and Orders, and 
which the point raised was, how the acd valorem fee ought tobe 
dealt with in the settlement between the country practitiongt 
and his London agent? The committee was. of opinion that 
the fee ought to be shared like any other sechesieaal fax ‘ 

The committee have also had their attention drawn to the 
fact, that some of the army agents are in the habit of recom 
mending the friends of deceased officers to apply to pr : 
matters of probate, instead of to their own private solicitors... 
committee were of opinion that this evil.would probably be put 
an end to as the public became gradually aware that solicitors 
are, equally with proctors, entitled to practise in the Probate 
Court. 

The committee have issued their usual annual circular 
the benefit of the members, giving a gael account of 
legislative results of the last sessions of Parliament. 

‘Lhe Bills recently presented to the House of Lords pay 
Campbell, “ For the Prevention of Vexatious Indictmen 
certain Misdemeanours,” and “ For the Amendment of the 
concerning Jury ‘Irial in Civil Causes,” have been consi 
by the committee, and certain amendments having been sug 
gested to Lord Campbell, a resolution to support the Bills has 
been agreed to. 

Important alterations have also been. suggested in Lord 


-Leonards’ Bill to amend the Law of Property and to relidve 


‘Trustees, which has also been brought under discussion; and 
the comuittce have put themselves in communication with thé 
provingial societies with the view of ascertaining the opini 
of the profession generally upon the subject. ‘Lhe matter 
again to be brought before the committee at the next meeting, 

The Lord Mayor, Mr, E. Pickslay, of Wakefield, secretary 
of the Wakefield Law Society, and, Mr. H., Brown, of Skiptos, 
have been elected members of ghe committee. 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 

A very numerous meeting of this society was. held on 
Monday evening, to discuss. together the Lord. Chancellors 
Debtor and Creditor Bill, and Lord John Russell's Bankruptey 
and Iusolvency Bill, Lord Brougham took the chair at eight 


o'clock. 





Faiths idesterel® 
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Mr. Ener informed the meeting that a deputation of the 
society had an interview with Lord Derby, on the Friday before, 
on the subject of the concentration of the courts of law. His 
Lordship had expressed himself in favour of the scheme of 
concentration, and of the locality that had been pointed out. 
The difficulty he felt was with regard to the application of the 
find which had been suggested. He was most willing, how- 
ever, that the matter should be fully considered; and told them 
that he thought the question of how far the fund was available, 
might properly be referred to a select committee of the House 
of Commons. 

Mr. Ep@ar, previous to the discussion on the Bankruptcy 
Bills introduced for the consideration of Parliament, by the 
Lord Chancellor in the House of Lords, and by Lord John 
Russell in the House of Commons, gave a résumé of the action 
which had been taken by the society, in respect to a reform of 
tte amt law, and explained the points of difference and 
resemblance between the two Bills. The subjects, perhaps, 
which the meeting would do well to consider were, whether the 
creditors should have greater control in the winding-up of 
estates, by giving them power to elect a trustee as provided in 
both Bills, and whether jurisdiction should be given to the 
county courts. 

Mr. Hawes considered both Bills to be retrograde in their 
character, and not at all calculated to meet the wants of the 
trading community. Where they altered the present law they 
altered it for the worse. The Lord Chancellor's Bill seemed 
to regard the debtor as the aggrieved person, and Lord 
John Russell’s, though it seemed designed to lessen expense, 
would, in fact, leave it as heavy as ever. The mercantile 
community would never be satisfied to see their property placed 
in the hands of a trade assignee without the control of a public 
officer. He strongly objected to giving the county court the 

wer Of dealing with bankruptcy cases. The county courts 

not experience enough to deal with the frauds and intrica- 
cies of Pann sn The experience of a commissioner and 
an official assignee would be necessary for this purpose. He 
objected to the abolition of class certificates. What he should 
like to see would be, not an abolition of the Act of 1849, but 
an amendment of it where it was defective. Both Bills seemed 
to be based on the principle that credit was rather a wrong 
than a right state of things. He thought both Bills proceeded 
in a wrong direction. 

Mr. Commissioner Ayrton thought that Lord John Russell’s 
Bill, though intended to diminish expense, would have no such 
effect, since, although it proposed to throw the retiring allow. 
ances and salaries on the Corftsolidated Fund, assessors and 

tors were to be appointed, and numerous meetings were 

to be held, which would greatly increase the costs. He 
thought the county courts were capable of administering 
justice in bankruptcy cases, and it might well be left to com- 
mercial men to choose their own court. He did not consider 
arrangement clauses in Lord John Russell's Bill as satis- 


Mr. Carrick said, that the official assignee now gave 
£20,000 security, which was a guarantee that the bankrupt’s 
funds would be properly dealt with, If the Lord Chancellor's Bill 
were adopted, where would the official assignee look for remu- 
eration? He thought some clause should be introduced, 
giving the official assignee proper remuneration, as he would be 

to keep up a large staff of clerks. 

Tt. LAWRANCE said, as it was evident that both Bills must 
be referred to a committee, it would be better not to discuss 
details on that occasion, but to see what were the principles in 
both which they could agree in. He objected to the abolition 
of imprisonment for debt, and he was strongly of opinion tnat 
debts should be proved at a meeting of creditors. He could 
not recognise anything like a sound principle in reference to 
bankruptcy legislation since 1854. The Bills now intro- 
duced—especially the Bill with the 440 clauses—showed a 

table ignorance of the subject, and of the wants of the 
mercantile community. After diligent inquiry, he could not 
find that a single practical man had been consulted with respect 
to either Bill. ‘The report of the Commission of 1854 had 
been ignored. Both Bills proceeded on the assumption that 
expenses of the present system were enormous; but there 
were expenses thrown upon the Court of Bankruptcy. with 
which the Court of Bankruptcy had properly nothing to do, in 
the shape of compensations and remunerations. He was of 
opinion it would be unwise to fuse the Courts of Bankruptoy 
and Insolvency; and he agreed with Mr. Hawes, that the county 
sourts were not. suited to decide cases of bankruptcy. 

Mr. Hasrines thought that the county courts were well 

to administer justice in bankruptcy cases, Every 





argument that was available for conferring jurisdiction on the 
local courts in regard to debts was equally available with 
respect to bankruptcies. Mr. Ayrton wasmistaken with regard. 
to the expense and the number of meetings which it would be 
necessary to hold under Lord J. Russell’s Bill. When the Bill 
provided that anything was to be done at a meeting of creditors, 
it was not intended that there should be a separate meeting for 
each matter that was to be decided. That portion of Lord J. 
Russell’s Bill was copied from the Scotch law, and under that 
law the expense was only twelve per cent. of the assets. 
Again, it was not correct to say that there was no provision to 
guard against malversation of the funds im the hands of the 
official assignee; and with regard to the payment of that 
officer, the Bill of Lord J. Russell provided that he should be 
paid a salary. It was provided that he should be paid £500 
a-year, exclusive of fees. That, however, was a matter of 
detail, and if it was not enough it could be easily increased, 
It had been said that the system of classification of certificates 
worked well. It would be impossible in this country to get any 
six men to agree on the exact shade of a man’s.commercial 
morality. The commissioners would give different decisions, 
and therefore the system of classification ought to be abandoned, 
for it gave rise to uncertainty. He vindicated the framers of 
Lord J. Russell’s Bill against the charge of ignorance which 
had been brought against them by Mr. Lawrance. It was high 
time that the public should take up this matter and decide for 
themselves; and he felt convinced that they would do so, 

Mr. HowELu was of opinion that the Bills were totally 
opposed to the feelings of the commercial community. He 
strongly advocated the maintenance of the classification of 
certificates, which originated in a suggestion from himself. 

Mr. LinkKLaTER said, he would rather be guided in this 
matter by the experience of Mr. Hawes than by the theory of 
Mr. Hastings. The county courts were wholly unsuited to 
adjudicate in cases of bankruptcy, it being of importance, above 
all things, that the Court which had to decide on bankruptcy 
should be fixed. With regard to the classification of certificates, 
his experience told him that the system worked well, and that 
was shown by the anxiety of traders to get a high class certifi- 
cate. It was frightful to contemplate the effects of Lord 
Chelmsford’s Bill, which not only abolished imprisonment for 
debt, but would enable a debtor to pursue and continue a 
reckless course of improvidence. The abolition of the distinc- 
tion between traders and non-traders would be highly advan- 
tageous. 

On the motion of Mr. Harris, the discussion was adjourned 
to Monday next, at eight o’clock. 


JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 

On Monday evening, the annual meeting of the. Juridical 
Society took place at their reoms, Sir R. Bethell, Q.C., M.P., inthe 
chair. There were present about sixty members of beat pro- 
fession. The Lord Chancellor having been elected president for 
the ensuing year, and Mr. Bennett, Mr. Roche, Mr. Wheatley, 
and Mr. F. Stephen, appointed members of the Council, Sir R. 
Bethell proceeded to address the society. After thanking the 
members for having twice elected him their president, he con- 
gratulated them upon the importance their association had 
already attained, and proceeded to explain to them his views 
with respect to the appointment of a minister of justice, views 
upon which he hed been prepared to act while he held the office 
of Attorney-General. The want of a minister of justice was 
generally acknowledged, both by the public and the profession. 
After referring to the importance of the duties to be assigned to 
such an officer when appointed, the honourable and learned 
gentleman expressed a hope that.the society would use its best 
efforts to get a department of public justice established, and 
labour to have the education of the profession improved. 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 

The annual general meeting of this society was held at the 
office, No. 26, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, on Thursday, the 24th inst. ; 
George Lake Russell, Esq., in the chair. The following report 
and statement of accounts were presented :— 

The directors have the pleasure to state that, during the past 
year, 148 policies were issued for £190,700, producing in new 
premiums the sum of £6416 14s. 3d., the amount of new 
assurances effected having been greater than in any previous 
year since the establishment of the society. 

On reference to the revenue account it will be observed that, 
wmngie year 1858, the premi ted to £40,670 13s. 2d., 
and the total income from all sources to £50,678 12s. 9d.; 
while on the other hand the outgoings of all descriptions were, 
£27,626 1s. 11d. So that the general result of the year’s ope- 
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rations has been to increase the society’s property by no less a 
sum than £23,052 10s. 10d. This is the largest annual surplus 
in the experience of the office. 

The funds of the society, after making the necessary provi- 
sion for all outstanding liabilities, amounted on the 31st 
December last to £224,804 10s. 7d. The assets are securely 
and profitably invested, the sum received for interest having 

produced an a rate of more than 4} per cent. upon the 
iat of the “fands at the beginning of the year. 

The number of policies in force on the 31st December, 1858, 
was 1288, assuring £1,300,635; showing an increase upon the 
previous year of £116,695. 

The mortality has been very favourable, the claims having 
been materially less than in the year 1857, notwithstanding the 
increase in outstanding risks. 

The necessity of providing without further delay more suit- 
able offices for the society's business having become urgent, 
from the increasing inconvenience arising from the inadequate 
accommodation of the present premises, the directors, after 
carefully considering several propositions, have entered into a 
contract for the purchase of the freehold house No. 18, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields, with the intention of building forthwith con- 
venient offices upon the site. 

The directors who retire by rotation are Mr. Hollingsworth, 
Mr. Dimond, Mr. Robins, and Mr. Hawkins, and the retiring 
auditors are Dr. Phillimore for the proprietors, and Mr. Rudd 
for the assured. These gentlemen all offer themselves for re- 
election. 


The directors have also to announce with great regret the 
recent loss of their late valued medical officer, Dr. Scott. Out 
of a number of candidates, including several very eminent 
members of the medical profession, they have appointed Dr. 
Markham his successor. 

Gzorce Lake Rosse.y, Chairman. 


REVENUE net FOR THE YEAR ENDING DEC. bad 1858. 


d. 
Amount of funds, December 3s, oe 201,751 ‘i 9 
New Premiums ooee £6416 14 

















od Piastems . eve cose 34,253 18 i 
Dividends, Interest, Rent, &c. . esce evee 9292 6 9 
, surrendered cece 420 18 6 
Commission on Re-assurances . oece eee 27111 4 
Fees, Fines, &c. eos esee cece 23 3 0 
——— 50,678 12 9 
£252,430 12 6 
Cr. 2.026 & 6 4 
Claims with Additions «£13,789 11 11 
Less Re-assured cove 499 0 0 
13,290 11 11 
Surrendered Policies .... ash soee 1249 13 8 
Annuities .... woes cove ecco 943 9 10 
Re-assurances ese eve cece 4152 5 4 
Proprietors’ Dividend .... sdes 2750 0 0 
Expenses of Management ée os 3191 15 4 
eoee cece e 1780 19 6 
Income Tax .... coee e eee 16 4 
Extra Premiums returned oo ee 1010 0 
27,626 111 
Balance as below ; viz. 
Proprietors’ coco eoce coos 59,907 19 7 
Assurance Fund .... see ose 164,896 11 0 
224,804 10 7 
£252,430 12 6 
Batance Sueet, DecemMBeR 31st, 1858 
LiaBiLertes. Z2sd6 &£ 8 @. 
Proprietors’ Dividends due veee esos «8386 111 
Sundry Accounts outstanding .... eevee 472 16 1 
—-—-—-—— 3798 18 0 
Balance as above ; viz.— 
Proprietors’ F eove oveo eoee 59,907 19 7 
Assurance Fund eoee ovee «coe 164,896 11 0 
—_——_—— 224,804 10 7 
£228,603 8 7 
Asserts. yee te 
Government Securities eevee eoee cows eooe 10,159 7 0 
ke. eevee eevee eoes ove eooe 172,714 4 0 
> see Dente. «- ovee seve coco §=—6 6201-0 «0 
Property - ovee ovee ooee ovee 6784 16 10 
Seventies and Loe boteraets ooee ove esoe 1187617 6 
Premiums and Interest due .... ene oeee coos) — HB 14 OS 
7 ee een 
Drawing Account eves ooce 2 6 10 
On Deposit Account cose anne 13900 0 0 
15466 6 10 
£72603 6 7 


Law Students’ Journal. 


LAW SOCIETY’S LECTURES. 


J. W. Smrru, Esq., on Conveyancing; Monday, Feb. 28, at 
8 o'clock. 
F. O. Haynes, Esq., on Equity; Friday, March 4, at 8 
o'clock. 
In answer to an ARTICLED CLERK—service and admission 
in this country will not qualify him for practice in Canada; 
neither will service of articles in England enable him to pre. 
sent himself as a candidate for examination in Canada; where 
he must be articled for three years, and be admitted as an at- 
torney, and be also called to the bar, before he can practise, 
We have heard, on good authority, that any young lawyer of in. 
telligence and energy, esp lly if he some capital, will 
find an excellent opening in Upper Canada; and the law and 
— in force there are much the same as our own— 
ip. S. J. 











Births, Marriages, and Deaths, 


BIRTHS. 

An} Feb. 12, the wife of George Mutlow Abell, Esq., Solicitor, of 
a daughte 

AUSTEN—On Feb. 20, Chandos-street, Cavendish-square, the wife of 
Francis Austen, Esq., of a daughter. 

BAGGALLY—On Feb. ‘20, at Bedford-road, Clapham, the wife of Richard 
Baggally, jun., Esq., of a son. 

CARPENTER—On F Feb. 22, Ps 1 Rar Maida-vale, the wife 

of A. 


, Esq., of a 
GARDNER—On Feb. 19, at Montfort-house Leamington Priors, the wife 
Richard Gardner, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. , « 
PHILPOT—On Feb. 23, at 20 Montague-street, Russell-square, Mrs. Phil- 


pot, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

BEAUMONT—DAY—On Feb. 21, at the parish Gam, —¢ Joseph 
Beaumont, Esq., of Lincoln’ s-inn, eldest son of the late Rev. Dr. Bean- 
mont, to Mary, second daughter of the late William Day, Esq., of Had- 
low-house, Sussex, formerly one of the Assistant Poor Law Commis. 


sioners 

MANNING—HILL—On Feb. 10, at Whittington, Worcestershtre, by the 
Rev. J. H. Wilding, Henry, second son of the late W. Manning, Esq., of 
Worcester, to Frances, eldest daughter of John Hill, Esq., Town Clerk of 


Worcester. 
MARTIN—HILTON—On Feb. 17, at St. Bride’s Church, by the Rey. Mr. 
Kewley, Peter Martin, Esq., to Eliza, eldest daughter of C. Hilton, Esq., 


Solicitor, W: 

DAWSON--SHUTTLEWORTH—On Feb. 23, at the parish church, Preston, 
Lancashire, by the Rev. T. Clark, M.A., assisted by the Rev. Canon Parr, 
M.A., vuaen, Eachand. Padeny, only atm. of tha lata ichenh Dewan wson, Esq., 
ot Liverpod, to Louisa Elizabeth, younges ngest daughter of Thomas Starkie 

Shuttleworth, Esq., of West-cliff, 

ROLT-OSBORNE On Feb. 23, at St. Mary’s , Battersea, by the Rev. the 
Provost of Oriel, and the Rev. William Hale, rector of Claverton, Somer- 
setshire, John Rolt, jun., Esq., B.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- 

, daughter of John Osborne, Esq., of Battersea-house, 


serie WEBS BSTER—On Feb. 17, at Bramley, by the Rev. J. D. J 
joseph Settle, of Armley, Selicitor, to to Hanzab, daughter of 
Webster E he 2 -house, W 
STAFFORD—TURNER—On Feb. 5, rot Christ Church, West 
by _— Rev. Mr. Rowe, Robert Henderson, eldest son of Robert 
., of Durham, Solicitor, to Alice, daughter of J. Turner, Esq., West 


, DEATHS. 
BAKER—On Feb. 22, at Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park, William Baker, 
Esq., one of the Coroners for Middlesex, aged 76. 
BRIDGER—On Feb. 23, at 4 Prince’s-place, Kennington, Charles Kynaston, 
See 698 EERSTE ee +, aged one year and seven 


months. 
DARNBOROUGH—On Feb. 16, aged 67 years, Thomas Darnborough, Esq, 
Solicitor, of 


HASTIE—On Fi . 19, at his pessianes, Camberwell-grove, James Hastie, 
., of & Gray’ 's-inn-square, aged 58 
HO! YE—On Dec. 31, 1858, in Oude, Francis Woodley Hesne, sere 
Major of the be Hussars, third son of Sir William Horne (formerly At 
torney-General), of Epping-house, Herts, and 49 Upper Harley-street. 
JONES —On ve. ” 99, at Torquay, Margaret Anne, the ay ore 
——- Tee rll Charles Gwillim Jones, Esq., of 11 Gray’s-inn-square, 
r-square 
KEMP ae Dec. 11, 1858, at Calcutta, Alexander Davidson Kemp, Esq, 
Solicitor of her nay weg 's Supreme Court, aged 56 
NICHOLETTS—On Feb. 20, at Rugby School, Edward Cornwell no 
the reg, mabye of John Nicholetts, Esq., of South Petherton, Somer- 
PHITCHARD On ‘Feb. 21, at 5, The Cedars, Putney, William Pritchard, 
Eeq., High Bailiff of Southwark, aged 67. 
—_—_—~---—- 
Anclarmed Stock in the Bank of Bngland. 
fis Amount o ised hevdefore senile te the fettouing Sates aS 
to the Parties a on tel same, unless other Claimants 


anaehire, 00: 8: | 4a Gt 


Spinster, Ce we atl , £390 Od 
South Sea Annuities, Principal paid in April 5, 1854.—Claimed by 
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ule Kaghaiogy, a0 167 3. New 3 per 
‘Eq., 


CHABLES 

‘dem, CHALELEY, Farmer, Tac Essex, BENJAMIN wine Farmer, 
Harlow, Essex, £78 : Cents.—Claimed b: 
of BensaMIn BULL, who was the survivor. 


Kyox, Browntow WILtiaM, Licut.-Col., Wilton-crescent, “uf Dividend on 
£7000 Consols.—Claimed by Brownlow 


, and James Gopine, 
Cents.—Claimed by 


: 6 New 3 per Witriam Rar- 
Wu11am Barnard, High Levee, executors 


Wiitiam Kw 





Railway Stock. 
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Pew fBembers of Parliament, 


Bonovan or ENNISKILLEN.—The Hon. John Lowry Cole, vice the Right 


Hon, James W’ 


Whiteside. 
iM OF poceh yal, en John James, Esq., vice Hugh Fortescue, 


commonly called 


t Ebrington, 
Counry —~ West Riding.—Sir John William ep 
George Frederick Robixson, commonly called Viscount Goderich. ™ 


——_—_—_—>—_——- 
London Gazettes. 


Farivar, Fed, 25, 1859. 





Commissioner to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Toxspar, Feb. 22, 1859. 
CuaRsLEY, GEORGE ALLINGTON, Gent., Beaconsfield, Buckinghamshire. 


bara fo 1859. 
That Ny Birmiagham. OF ds Com. San- 


BENNETT, Jouw, Ironm: 
Birmingham. Ass, Whitmore. 


ders: Mar. 7 and April 11 at 






Johnson. Sol Murrough, horton, Pet. Feb. 19. 

HARTWE . , Manchester ( Stretching 
Co.) Mar. 7 & 29 wi hg cegpecnan Off. Ass. Fraser. Sol. Hodg- 
son, . Feb. 11. 






10. 
SCHOFIELD, James, & Lovrs Hoxris, Grease Manufacturers, Blue Pits, 
and Keighley, Yorkshire (Schofield & Horrie). * 
Mar. 10 & 31, at 11; Manchester. . Ass % 
& M: Tib-lane, Manchester. 





WHELLER, Gzones, Draper, Curry Revel, Com. 
Mar. 8, af 12; and Mat. 30, at 1; Queena, Exeter Off. dss. Hirteel. 
Sol. Louch, Langport. Pet. 


Farmar, Fed. 25, 1859. 

ADAMS, Tuomas, jun., Licensed Victualler, Harborne, Staffordshire. Com. 
Sanders : Mar. 7 & 28, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Southall & Nelson, Birmingham. Pet. Feb. 15. 

CRELLIN, Pair, Sail Maker, Liverpool. Com. : Mar. 11 and 
April 1, at 114 Liverpool. Of. Ass. Turner. Soils. & Wynne, 


ve’ Pet. 

custahes, tomas Thentaase, RinontedVistuaiiins Newcastle-' Tyne. 
Com. Ellison: Mar. 7 and April 14, at 12; Royal-arcade, 
upon-Tyne. Of. Ass. Baker. Sols. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; or 
Irving, 64 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Pet. Feb. 2). 

GREENWAY, Joun Davip, yy or st., Taunton. Com. ae 
Mar. 11 and April eo Of. Ass. 

Taunton, Pet. Feb. 22. 

HARDWICKE, Josern, & Henry Jones, Merchants, " Gracechurch-st.- 
chambers, and Odessa, Russia (Hardwicke, Jones, & Maurice). Com. 
ar Mar. 9, at 1.30; peg yarn Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. . 
_ = tansfeld. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. 

HILL, Joun, jun., Lace Maw Nottinghamshire. Com. 


ufacturer, Lenton, 
Sanders: Mar.'19 and April 12, a¢ 11 a’ Shire-hall, Nottingham. Of. 
Ass. Harris. Sols. Bowley & Ashwell ae 


eye: Wittiam Gsorer, A High-st., Poplar. 
Com. Holroyd: Mar. 11, at 1; sed Apell In, at's OF. 
Ass. Lee. Sols. Preston & W ‘s-inn. Pet. Feb. 23. 


ia 


ebb, 9 Carey-st., 
IRELAND, Witutam, Licensed Victualler, Green Plaistow, 
Com. Fane: Pays Baggy Natl Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Can- 
= a E. Hilleary, 5 Fenchurch-bidgs., Fenchurch-st. Pet. 


: Mar. 9 and April 13, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon- 


green, now of 379 Strand. Com. Holroyd: Mar, 
at ee hy Op. Ass. Sols. . 
st. 


SPENCE, Henry 
meh At (0 Birmingham. Qg. Ass. Whitmore. Sol, Sill, Birming- 


may ‘and April 4, at 11; Coumercial-bidgs., yr am th hy 
Sol. Dawson, Bradford. Pet. Feb. 22 oe 
TURNEY, Joun Goopson, Grocer, rocer, 9 Mount-pl, W Walworth-rd. Com. Fane: 
Mar. 4, and April 8, at 18.90; Bask sen, “ane 
= gy peng: Mee hy a Mar, 10 & 31, at 12; 
Pa Fee it Of. ae 

> 
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WATSON, Micaazt, Innkeeper, Hartlepool, Durham, Com. Ellison: Mar: 
8, and April 12, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. 
Baker. Sols. Watson, 10 Arcade, Newcastle-apon-Tyne; or Harwood & 
Pattison, 10 Clement's-lane, Lombard-st, et. Feb. 15, 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Tuespay, Feb. 22. 1859. 

Asram, Jonn, Cabinet Maker, Oldham -st., Manchester. Feb. 17. 

Batts, ‘Tuomas Fret, Innkeeper, Russell-hotel, Brixton. Feb. 19. 

Surrn, Martrutas, Carpet Merchant, Halifax, in copartnership with Grorcr 
Lee Newest, & Epwin Paitiips. Feb, 18. 

MEETINGS FOR PROOF “ yg 
Tugspay, Feb. 22, 1 

Barker, James, & WirttaM BARKER, Bailders, 18 Albany-rd., Old Kent- 
rd, Mar. 4, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 
~ ETT, Roper Wneste, Brewer, West Bromwich. Mar. 18, at 11; 

rmingham 

pe oh ag Maltster, Old Swinford, Worcestershire. Mar. 16, at 1! ; Bir- 
mingham 

by can Joun Mavor, Apothecary, Kineton, Warwickshire. Mar, 17, at 11; 

Cousens, Wrustas, Linendraper, 5 & 6 Rydon-ter., City-rd. Mar. 16, at 

Deverevox, Taomas Hernert, Tailor, Stockton, Durham, Mar. 17, at 12; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Gorcs, Jonny Davis, & Tuomas Henry Gorcu, Bankers, Kettering & 
 atey Northamptonshire, and 43 Long-acre. Mar. 16, at 12.30; Basing- 

all-st. 

Hirst, Wririam, Silk Manufacturer, Derby. Mar. 29, at 11; Shire-hall, 
Nottingham. 

ar Goones, Leather Cutter, 8 Clarence-pl., Hackney-road. Mar. 16, 
at in, -st. 

Naren, Pattie, Miller, Waren Mills, near Belford, Northumberland. Mar. 
17, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

ye Ricuargp CyPies, jun., Stationer, Birmingham. Mar. 17, at 

TvUrawer, WILLIAM Herr, a 69, 70, & 89 Bishopsgate-st., Without. 
Mar. 16, at 1.30; 

‘Wippowsox, Davin, & Memay. "Pps Cuarke, Lace Manufacturers, 

m. Mar. 29, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 


Nottingha: 
Wituiass, WittiaM, Innkeeper, Melton Mowbray. Mar. 29, at 11 ; Shire- 
hall, Nottingham. 


Fray, Feb. 25, 1859. 

Coox, Georce, Grocer, 23 St. Peter-st., Lower-rd., Islington. Mar. 18, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. 

Cross, Ricnarp, Saddler, 24 Jermyn-st. Mar. 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Day, Witttam Ansett, Brickmaker, Hadlow House, Mayfield, and 18 New 
Bridge-st.. Mar. 9, at 2 (by adj. from Feb. 1); Basinghall-st. 

Fitzmaurice, Georce Liowet, Boarding House-keeper, 97 Gloucester-pl., 
Portman-sq. Mar. 21, at 12; Basinghali-st. 

Foster, Joszrn, Grocer, Little Horton, Bradford. Mar. 18, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Fosrer, psn b pre mend Dyer, Morley, Batley, Yorkshire. Mar. 18, at 11; Com- 

Mar. 8, at 11; Basing- 


Gioox, Heavy, Merchant, 17 Graeechurch-st. 

~st. 

Gairriru, Mites, & Puttip Pearson, Tailors, New Bond-st. 
1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Haxrrison, Tuomas, Fringe Manufacturer, 78 Wells-st., Oxford-st. 
18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Heatariecp, Wittiam Eames, & Witttam Aparrow, Manufacturing 
Chemists. Mar. 18, at 11; Basinghall-st.; sep. est. W. E. Heathfield. 
Jouns, Tuomas Coxr, Printer, New-st.-sq., and 13 Sloane-st. Mar. 18, at 

11.30; Basinghall-st. 
LANGDALE, Joun, Timber Merchant, South Stockton, Yorkshire. Mar. 18, 
at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 
—— ss, Jou, Manefaotaring Jeweller, 44 Berners-st., Oxford-st. Mar. 19, 
12; 
Nev, Josiau Henry, Currier, Northampton. Mar. 18, at 11; Basing- 
ScavuriteR, ADowtaH, Merchant, Plymouth. Mar. ete at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Summons, James, Coach Maker, "Sevenoaks, and Wi esterham, and lately of 
Braxted, Kent. Mar. 9, at 1.30; 
Mar. 9, at 1 ; Basing- 


Basinghall-st. 
Surru, Witi1aM, Fish Merchant, Runham, Norfolk. 
Tate, Gzonez, Timber Merchant, Shoreham, Sussex. Mar. 19, at 12; Ba- 


hall-st. (by adj. from Feb. 1). 
= 
Witson, J onN, Corn Merchant, Nether Silton, Yorkshire. Mar. 18, at 11; 
Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 


od 


Mar. 18, at 
Mar. 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, Feb. 22, 1859. 
Brown, Jous, Draper, Bradford. Mar. 29, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., 


Bussipar, Wi11aM, Corn Dealer, Birmingham. Mar. 18, at 11; Birm- 
Caress, Bexsanin M‘Cetsn, Draper, 180 Hoxton Old-town. Mar. 15, at 


1; Basinghall 

— ALLENGER, erat, Victualler, Gloster-pl., Bristol. Mar, 22, at 11; 

oon, FREDERICK, mat oh Plait Dealer, 17 Williamson-sq., Liverpool, Mar. 
Evais, Tuomas | ALMOND, Merchant, 16 Bush-lape, Cannon-st., now of 
ioue _ » Uppe Mar, 16, at 12; Basing- 


Fonstex, Perer, Shipbuilder, Sunderland. Mar. 4, at 12; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle- -Tyne. 
enn, Hotel Keeper, Lianhurst, Denbighshire. Mar. 17, at 


“tee 
LEY, Ricuanp, lronfounder, Derby, and Hrerom Biount, Witt1AM 
,and Grorce Suita (Blount, Smith, & Co.), Timber Merchants, 
Iikeston, Derbyshire. Mai. 22, at 11; Shire-hall, N 
Henpenson, Rosent, Cabinet Maker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 15, at 
12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Livinestoxe, James Hunrenr, Victualler, White Hart Publie- 
house, 89, 2. Hig. Whitechapel. » 15, at 12; 
Meiver, Lewis (Wilson & Melver), Mar, 16, at 1; 
Liverpool. 





Td., y- 





Nevitxe, Untan, Wholesale Boot Maker, Kerr-st., Northampton, Mar, 17 Ww ? 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Norris, JAMES HeNLey, Paper Dealer, Birmingham. Mar. 18, at 11; Bir. 


ham. 
pany, HENRY, Draper, Capel Cerrig, Carnarvonshire. Mar. 16, at a; 


Provwery ALFRED, — & Parasol Manufacturer, 44 Ludgate-hill, Mar, 
15, at 2; 

ee JosEPH, Cattle Dealer, Metheringham, Lincolnshire. Mar, 23, it 

; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 
Fripay, Feb. 25, 1859. 

Forster, Peter, Ship Builder, Sunderland. Mar. 17, at 11.30; Royal. 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Gagpner, Jonn, Builder, Northampton. Mar. 18, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

GeaRinG, Epwarp, Dressing Case Maker, 10 Portland- pl. St. John’s-wood, 
Mar. 18, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

INGHAM, Francis, Grocer, 9 High Holborn. Mar. 21, at 11,30; Basing. 
hall-st. 

PatmeRr, Joun, Hop Merchant, Worcester: Mar. 18, at 11; 

Parton, Henry Rancer, Grocer, Trafalgar-rd. East, Greenwich. Mar. 
21, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. 

Roarrs, Henny, Milliner, Bradford. Mar. 18, at 12; egg ry 

Samuet, Isaac, Jeweller, formerly of High-st., Shadwell, late of 
lane, Commercial-rd, East, also of Lower ” Shadwell. Mar. tN at 12; 
Basinghall-st. 

Witutams, Henry, Laceman, High-st., Southwark, Mar. 18,at2; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

To be DELIVERED, unless Appeal be duly entered. 
Tuespar, Feb. 22, 1859 

Burn, Davin Laine, Merchant, formerly of Kensington ewe > end 
now of 36 St. James’s-pl., carrying on business at St. Michael’s-house, 
Cornhill. Feb. 15, 2nd class. 

Mituincron, James, & Cuaries Cuaye, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham, 
Feb. 15, 3rd class. 

Perrins, Exiza, Artificial Flower Maker, Saltley, Birmingham. Feb. 1, 


Ist class, 

Stape, Wrtt1aM, Paper a Pe r-mills, Bagnor, East Hag- 
bourne, Berks, and Hurstbou Priors, Whitchurch, co. Southampton, 
Feb. 16, 2nd class. 

Tuomas, GeorceE Witu1aM, Shipwright, Lavender-dock, Rotherhithe, 
Feb. 16, 2nd class. 

Woopmancey, Georce, Coal Merchant, Glamford Briggs, Lincolnshire, 
Feb. 16, grd class ; after suspension of 21 days. 

Fripay, Feb. 25, 1859. 

BaRNsDALE, GeorGe Hunt, Builder, Millfield, Peterborough. Feb. 14, 2nd 
class. 

Brown, WittiaM, Builder, Whitehaven, Cumberland. Feb. 22, 2nd class; 
after suspension of 21 days. 

ag SamveL Urrine, Wine & General Merchant, 4 Coleman-tt., and 

2 Priory-grove, West Brompton. Feb, 18, 3rd class. 

Daty, James, Licensed Victualler, Green Man Public-house, Shacklewell, 
Feb. 18, Ist class. 

E.uiorr, Josep, Grocer, Devonport. Feb. 21, 2nd class; after suspetision 
of 21 days. 

GostLine, Jonny, Saddler, East Dereham, Norfolk. Feb. 18, 2nd class. 

Hoap, Watrer, Music Seller, Stevenage, Herts. Feb. 18, 2nd class. 

KERAL, Wittiam Henry Joan, & Danie. Jackson Roperts, Merchants, 
3 Rood-lane, and Prince Edward's Island, British North America (Keal 
& Roberts). Feb. 18, 2nd class. 

Kemp, Tuomas, Maltster, Loose; Kent. Feb. 18, 2nd class. 

Pye, Georee, Flax Dresser, Foundation-st., Ipswich. Feb. 18, 2nd class. 

Tayior, Witt1aM, Coal Merchant, Newport, Monmouthshire. Feb. 22, 
Ist class. 


Professional Partnership Dissolved. 


Farway, Feb, 25, 1859. 
Srrerron, CuaRLes Marston, & Ricuarp Broapnurst Posrans, Attor- 
neys & Solicitors, 12 South-sq., Gray’s-inn ; by mutual consent. Feb. 21. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Torspay, Feb. 22, 1859. 

am, WILiiaM, Farmer, Cressy-hall, Lincolnshire. Feb. 16. Trustees, 
J. Coupland, Farmer, F | Cliff; J. Brown, Farmer, South Owers- 
by; T. Brown, Farmer, South Carlton, all in Lincolnshire. Creditors 
execute before June 16. Sol. ncoln. 

CLARKE, WitLiam Ricaarp, General Dealer, Crickhowell, Breconshire, 
Jan. 31. Trustees, E. Price, & J. Pearce, 735 
Dixon, Woollen Merchant, Manchester. ” Sol. Hoya, es 

Frecper, Josera, Draper, Hastings, Sussex. 1. wooet i bd 
& J. C. Clark, Wholesale Clothiers, y Ahh ne a aes 
Gresham-st. 

Fotxarp, Francis, Builder, East Bergholt, Suffolk. Feb. 14. Trustee, 
W. Grimwade, & J. W. Baxter. Sol. Safford, Hadleigh. 

Hanrazis, sate Draper, Coventry. Feb. 12. ——, w. Pasir 
Coventry ; G. B. Ag pe Warehouseman, Aldermanb' 
bury, Weavers’ hall, 22 -st. 

Larry, JaMEs Conapon, Draper, macot. Feb. 5. Trustee, A. Mitt, 
Gent., and hacesnge - . ar ., East Stonehouse, Devon. Sol. Ed- 


monds, 8 a 
Maatin, Tuomas, U; eens, Bridge-road, Lambeth. Feb. 9. 2rsslee, 
T. M. Southwell, Warehouseman, Cannon-st.; T. La nee, Sane Cabinet Maker, 
Warehouseman, Watling-st. ol. 


32 Lg Aye Islington; P. Palmer, 
Snow, 22 College-hill, Cannon-st. 

NicHotsow, Davin, Tailor, Great Driffield, Yorkshire. Feb. 17, ruse, 
M. Butterick, Clothier, Selby. Creditors ‘to execute on or before April 17. 
Sol. Allen, Great Driffield. 

Peak, Joseru, Screw Bolt Manufacturer, area Feb. 5. Trustees, 
W. A. Jenner, Iron Merchant, Salford; W. Pennington, Coal Agent, 
Manchester. (Creditors to execute before May 1.) Sol. Heath, 41 Swal- 
st., Manchester. 

Suusoxs, Taomas, Joiner, Kingston-upon-Hull. Feb. 17. Trustees, B. 

ve, Builder, T, Oliver, Timber Merchant, J. Fisher, 
, all of Kingston-upon-Hull. Shackles, Kingston. Hall. 
Fatwar, Feb. 25), or 

Hammonp, EpwArp, Milliner & Machinist, 69 
14. Trustees, W. pencinech. Bot: Lmagherd Manticore 
land, Draper, 84 Shoredite! 








lerbert-st., Hoxton. Feb. 


rae 
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Music Dealer, Sheffield. Jan. at. 
Maker, London; @. Metzler, Pianoforte 


le 9 Verulum- » London. 
‘Yoresas, r, Stockton, Durham. Feb 22. Trustees, R. 
"Ceeges, Timber Merchant, Stockton; J. Ventress, Timber Merchant, 
“Beogkton eee hake tee May 22. ce Alas 
“Samuzt, Brick Maker, borne, Derbyshire. Fe! Trustees, 
ti Grocer, Little Eaton ; J. Martin, Butcher, Derby. Sol. Shaw, 


Trustees, G. Nutting, 
Maker, London. Sot 


sing, EDWARD, Yeoman, wg iy 
. W. Lambshead, Bovey, Toons Yeon, both of aM of f Tpplenen. 
Creditors to execute before saly 29. Sol. Francis, N 


73, oa Haar. Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Feb. 2 21, Trustees, 
ti Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham; H. Johnson, Silk Mer- 


. Creditors to execute beiore May21, Sol. Watson, 


Creditors under Estates es Chancerp. 


pivow Sted S's 
ot, ee Sng died in or about the 
Ree J Ree abbote VC. Kindersley. Last Day for 


an, Gent., St. Edmunds (who died in or about the month 
Po 84 1844.) Bird ¥ B Last 


SissMan, J untingdonshire (who died inor about 
Be mint ra Feb is 1846.) tod Wife ». Meckness and Another, 


R, Last Day rice, DD. 8 
, THOMAS SEDOWICE, Bath (who @ied in or about the month 


Friar, Feb.25, 1859. 


Autonort, FREDERICK WILLIAM, ra Agent, 15 Roe petecetent, 
lico (who died on or about Oct., 1558). Re a zeae, Bt _D. in H. 
Jones v. ong thee Vv. C. Stuart, Last , Mar. t 

Coorzs, Joszrn Hew’ Cottage, Bonchareh, ba 


¥, Gent., Luccombe Chine 
of Wight, formerly of Milbank, Westminster, Coal Merchant (who died 
pert ont, , 1856). Cooper v. Trewby, M.R. Last Day for Proof, 
Portéz, Avexanper Smits, Gent., Bransford-rd., St. soba wer, Wor- 
cester (who died in or about it Sept Y fe Jones v. Dighton, V. C. Kin- 
eter. Last 
Powis, — Spinster, 8 igs Denah ng ’ Brompton (who died in or about 
Nov., 1 Re Powis’s Estate, Headland ». Powis & Another, V. C. 


“ * thn Mar, 30. 
Tonner, ABRAHAM, Whotesate Grocer, 26! Deansgate, Manchester (who 
. Re Turner’s Estate, Cordery & Others v. 
Wood. Last Day for Proof, Mar. 16. 
TBMindings-up of Point Stock Companies. 
Turspay, Feb. 22, 1859. 
UnNuimirep, ir CHAnceRy. 
Ken? Benerrr Buitpine Socrery, also called Toe Kent Freenotp Layp 
Sortry.~-V. C. Kinde: ordered the dissolution from Feb. 11, 
New Encitve Coat Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood, Feb. 26, will make an 
ebsolute order for dissolution. 
Pazacon AND SreRo Coal Minine: Company.—V. C. Wood, Feb. 26, will 
make an absolute order for dissolutich. 
Frivay, haa 25, 1859. 
Iksa Waste Lanp Improvement Sociery,— V. C. Kindersley, on Mar.9, 
oe adap peo Re peremptorily ordered that a call of £4 per Share be 
on all the peg wd 
Morvat Lire Assurance Society.—-V. C. Kindersley, on Mar. 
14, at 3 his Chambers, will make a cal] on all the Contributories of 
: are. 
4 Minine Company.—The Master of the Rolls will. on Mar. 3, at 
at his Chambers, make a call on the list of Contributories of £2 per 


Scoteh Sequestrations. 
TugspaY, Feb. 22, 1859. 
pops hs 5 Joum, Share Broker, 7 Henderson-row, Edinburgh. Feb. 
& Lyon's Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. 


bp _ pent sometime of ba gta tof Ednburgh. 
pany-st., Edinburgh, presen’ Prison of Edinburgh. 
ames Cay & Black’s Rooms, 65 Gb George-st., Seq. 


yo Hair Cutter, Howard-st., Glasgow, and Sauchiehall-st. 
“at Faculty of Procurators’-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 


, James, & Wiittam Wyse Rrreats, Tailors, ne ——- 
& J. Ritchie & Co.) Mar. 1, at 1} Dowell & 's Rooma, | 











Wire Merchant, John-st., Glasgow (J. Hall & 
.) Mar. 4, at 2; *Voculty-ball, St. George’s-pl., ‘Glasgow.  S, Feb. 


IN, ALEXANDER, Origet, O Castle-st., Inverness. Mar. 1, at 2; Union- 


verness. 
AncutbatD, Victualler, Port-Dundas, Glasgow. Mar. 4, at 12; 
hye St. George's 47 Glasgow. Seg. Feb 

ALEXANDER, Nal! Manufacturer, Whins of sttiten. near Stirling. 
: eee Office of Chrystal-& Monteath, Writers, Stirling. Seg. 


Reroute, Witttam (W. Hutchinson & Co.), Timber Merchant, Glas- 
also a partner eadale Shipping ponpeny: Mar. 3, at 
F . Feb, 2 





ee hall, St. a St. Geos Glaszow. 
64 ne st., Edinburgh. Mar. 2, 


visit to their establishments 
order relating thereto.”—** Sunday Times,” Sept. 6, 1857. 


TEETH. ae 


NEW DISCOVERY IN ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
GUMS, and PALATES; composed of substances better suited, che- 


A 


mically and mechanically, for securing a fit of the most 
without which deside’ artificial 

annoyance. No springs or wires of any desc: 
of the agent employed pressure is er.tirely ob 
sound and useful, the workmanship is of the first order, the materials of 
the best quality, yet can be supplied at half the usual charges only by 


unerring accuracy, 
teeth can never be but a source of 
tion. From the flexibili 
ted, stumps are 


desideratum 


Messrs. GABRIEL, THE OLD-ESTABLISHED SURGEON-DENTISTS, 
33, LUDGATE-HILL, and 110, REGENT-STREET, 


(particularly observe the numbers—established 1804), and at Liverpool, 
134, Duke-street. 


Consultation gratis. 
“ Messrs, Gabriel's improvements are truly important, and will repay a 
; we have seen testimonials of the highest 


Messrs. GABRIEL are the patentees and sole 


proprietors of their Patent 
White Enamel, which effectually restores front teeth. Avoid imitations, 
which are injurious. 





NOMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY OF 
J SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—Letters of Credit upow the 


above Bank will be granted by the London Joint Stock Bank at the rate of 


#101 for every £100 sterling paid here. 


W.--GREAT REDUCTION 
HARGES for COPYING and - GROSSING : — 









Abstra: 


eee eee ewe eeweseneesesaee oe 


; No eas 
Accounts delivered quarter’ 
Kine & Co., Law Stationers, 3, Staple: in buildings, Staple-inn, Laoden. 


10 THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON. 
“ae RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 


TRUSTEES. 

Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 

John Horatio Uoya, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 

Cuthbert Wm. J nson, E8q., F.R.S., Gray’s-inn, and 

James L. Ridgway, Eon, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 
This Society has been in full and beneficial operation since 1850, It was 
pone ye for the purpose of securing to LANDLORDS, TITHE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt of INCOMES, from 
Estates, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as dividends 
from xr Public Funds, The Society also Manages and Collects Kents with- 
out guarantee, offering the security of a large subscribed capital (£100,000), 
for the certain and prompt payment of all sums collected, 
A moderate Commission covers al! charges for Management, Superintend- 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, and Collection of Rent. The Society are now agt- 
ing as Receivers under Chancery, the Court having sanctioned their 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion House, London. 

When Clients are introduced direct to the bp by Solicitors, one-third 

of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected _—. 
the e Property will, in all cases, be referred to the Solicitor of the Client 


"_ ADVOWSON OF TARRANT HINTON, Dorset. 
ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, and OAKLEY, 


4 have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, near 
the Bank of Enyland, MARCH 23, the Fo spn of TARRANT 
HINTON, near B andford, on the old turnpike road to Exeter, and in a 
delightful neighbourhood. The Parsonage is a modern Eliza’ erection, ~ 
adapted for the residence of a good family. The glebe contains $2 acres, 
and the tithes have been commuted at £335 per annum. The present 
incumbent is in his 42nd year. 

Further particulars will shortly appear; and information in the mean- 
time may be had of Thomas Coombes, Esq., Solicitor, Dorchester; of 
Messrs. J. & W. Galsworthy, Solicitors, 12, Old Jewry Chambers; and of 
Messrs. Daniel Smith, Son, & Oakley, Land Agents and Surveyors, 10, 
Waterloo-place, Pall-mall. 

TEETH. 


NO. 9, LOWER GROSVENOR-STREET, teerson scat 








(Removed from 6 
AJEsTY’s Koyat Letters P. 
Neue “IN VEN TED APPLICATION of CHE- 
MICALLY Laeapd ym Rony INDIA-RUBBER in the construction of 


Artificial. Tee 
MR. EPHRAIM MOSELY, SURGEON-DENTIST, 


9, Lower GROSVENOR- STREET, 
SOLE INVENTOR AND hbitel des 


new, original, and invaluable invention, 


A 
with the’ most absolute Bert and success, of WIGALL: -PRE- 
PARED WHITE and mr M-COLOURED INDIA-RUBBER, as a lining to 
the gold or bone fram: 

The extraordinary reseiel of this application may be briefly noted in a 
few of their most prominent features:—Al sharp edges are avoided ; no 
spring wires or fastenings are required: a grestly tnofeaaed freedom of 
suction is supplied: a natural elasticity, hitherto wholly unattainable, and 
a fit, perfected with the most unerring i wceurecy, are secured; while from 


the softness and flexibility of the agent employed, the yreatest support is 
given to the adjoining teeth when loose or rendered tender by the 
tion of the gums. The acids of the mouth exert no bees Aes ee 


mically-prepared R per ow Ct, as it ~ non-conductor, # 


f amell and 





aa be inburgh. Seq. Feb. 21. 
Cuaatorrs, or a Gatansale faxes: JosEPH 
— Spirit Dealers, 4 Leith. Mar. 1, at 2; New 


Cable’s-wynd, 
Shore, Leith. Seg. Feb. 22, 


temperature may be retained in all unpleasantness of 
tse ng the dune wavy proveeea saute against by the peculiarnature 
of ita preparation. 
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AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
AT THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY-LAN 


This meets in the Arbitration Room, te OS ee ek 
on TUESDAY EVENINGS, at SEVEN o'Clock, for the discussion of legal 
and jurisprudential questions. Entrance by the South Corridor from 
Chancery-lane. 


QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION. 
For Tuesday, March \st, 1859. President—Mr. PLasxitr. 
ae ty prowdent should be bound as they now 
“J Setanes i igpiagiisd to open the Debate; and Messrs. J. H. L. 
pans. 6. ‘ALLEN, and Guover, to speak on the Question. 
For Tuesday, March 8th, 1859. President~Mr. WincKWoRTH. 
228.—Is the decision of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, in the case df 
Pemberton v. Chapman, 6 W. R. 769, correct ? 
Afirmative—Mr. Butt and Mr. Corrnpon. 
Negative—Mr. CanpMakL and Mr. HENDERSON. 
For Tuesday, March 15th, 1859. President—Mr. Cousins. 


229.—Can a license to the owner of a house, to enjoy an unobstructed 
sinens af ahaatal ar 20 tas ooo aiahan deen te ehebeare gee 
mises, be given by parol? Bridges v. Blanchard, 1 Ad. & Ell. 536, s. c. 
3 Nev». Man, 691. Woodfall’s Landlord and Tenant, 7 Ed., 559. 


Afirmative—Mr. Lawrance and Mr. Newson. 
Negative—Mr. BraprorD and Mr. TREDGOLD. 
For Tuesday, March 22nd, 1859. President— Mr. LawRance. 
LXXVI.—Is it advisable to adhere to the rule requiring verdicts of Juries 
to be unanimous in Civil Cases ? 
Mr. Puasxitr is appointed to wa S the Debate; and Messrs. SLATER, 
Wincarte, and WesstTer, to speak on the Question. 
For Tuesday, March 29th, 1859. President—Mr. Marruews. 
230.—Prior to a Sale by Auction of Chattels, the owner gives to the in- 
tending purchaser a secret warranty. Is such warranty valid? Hopkins 
v. Tangueray, 23 L. J, C. P., 162. 
Afirmative—Mr. Watters and Mr. Davis. 
Negative—Mr. Rak and Mr. W. B. Cazatte. 
*,* Members requiring Books from the Library must spply for them in 
the “arbitration Room, by seven o’clock, on the evenings of Debate. 
Copies of the Rules, and all requisite et by 
the Secretary, with oon gentlemen desirous of becoming Members are 


requested to communicate. 
MARMADUKE MATTHEWS, Secretary, 
23, Bucklersbury, E. C. 


EQUITY AND LAW 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


rOR 


ASSURING THE LIVES OF PERSONS IN EVERY.  vtromnel 
AND STATION, WHEREVER RESIDEN 
OFFICE :—No. 26, LINCOLN’S- ovo gue LONDON, W.C. 
EsTaBLisHeD 1844 
TRUSTEES. 


THE RIGHT HON. LORD CRANWORTH. 
THE RIGHT HON. % 





ASSAU WILLIAM SENIOR, ESQ. 
CHARLES PURTON COOPER, ESQ., Q.C., LL.D., F.R.S. 
GEORCE CAPRON, ESQ. 


DIRECTORS. 

Cuamman,—NASSAU W. SENIOR, ESQ. 
Deputy Caatmman,—GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, ESQ. 
N. Hollingsworth, Esq. 
T. Glover Kensit, Esq. 
John H. Koe, Esq., Q.C. 
John Lucas, Esq. 
Charles Henry Moore , Esq. 
Edmund F. Moore, Esq. 





Robert J. Phillimore, D.C.L., Q.C. 
Erie Rudd, Esq. 


SOLICITORS. 
Messrs. Rooper, Birch, Ingram, & Whately, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
MEDICAL OFFICER. 
W. O. Markham, M.D., 33, Clarges-street. 


ACTUARY AND SECRETARY. 
ARTHUR H. BAILEY, ESQ. 
Parties assuring within Six Months of their last birthday are allowed a 
proportionate diminution in the Premium. 
The Assurances in vadpome 9 eg smart! wer myinn ech gamma 
upwards of £50,000 ; and the In exceed £225,000. 
Gaskin 46 tho Wer bigere Veapescos tat otery wabiadition, be 
had upon written or personal application to the Office. wi 





HE TWENTY-FIFTH ANNUAL f 
Casu Account and Batance SHEET to 3lst Decem! 


39, King-street, Cheapside, London, E.C, 


ROMOTER LIFE ASSURANCE and A: 
COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New ‘Bridge Street, “7, 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000, 
DIRECTORS. i 
Tuomas Fretp Gisson, Esq. | Geoncz J. SHaw Larva, 
Tue Rr. Hon. Sin W. G, Hayter, Ropert Pax, Esq. i 
Pi le Hatser Janson Esq. ae Tnomas, 
CHARLEs JOHNSTON, Esq. Ae a8 ‘ 


'. \. 





TRUSTEES. : 
Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, K.C.B., F.R.S. _ Chas. Johnston, 3 
John Deacon, Esq. 


This Society effecteevery description of Life As both on : 
and non-bonus systems. Its non-bonus 7 
of miost offices, and the following are specimens of the sdditions ® 
been made to the beneficial ‘policies. 
en * Sumassured. Bonusadded. Sum yable at death, 

£4000 £797 6 6 ‘2007 6 
ie 500 104406417 604 
1843 500 104 5 2 6 2 
1847 1000 M41 12 4 1141 a 4. 

A division of profits takes place every five years, and officers 
and navy, diseased lives, and persons going out of Europe, por. 
on moderate terms. a 

Prospectuses with farther particulars may be obtained at the ofles 

MICHAEL SAWARD, 

Commission allowed to Solicitors for introducing Life business: | 

Cent. on the first payment, and 5 per Cent. on renewals. 





REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 


AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
68, CHANCERY py LONDON. 
PEROT ne me Esq., 

Deruty-CuatRMan—Nassau W 

Reversions and Life Interests Immediate Coane D 
Annuities granted in exchange fev i 

Annuities, Immediate, =— and Goulingaan oh cel Be also End 
granted on favourable terms 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further nfo 
be had at the Office. 
C. B. CLABON, § 


| Sy es REVERSIONARY ERE 
SOCIETY, 10, a » Strand.—Persons desirous of | 
peers Raveneaty Pees Interests, and Life Policies of Ai 
ance, may do so at Once to any extent, and oa St Oe ee 
the delay, expense, and uncertainty of an A 
Forms of Proposal may be obtained at ie Gh aaa Hi 
Actuary of the Society, London Assurance Corporation, 7, Royal 
JOHN CLAYTON, } Joint § 
F. 8. CLAYTON, : 








To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate 

Surveyors, &c. : 
pus. LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPA 
Scotland, ” Under Zo "ccnginys tan comune ie i t 
gugees in possession, incumbe nts of livings, bodies 


‘8, are Snags tae inal 
cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the C 
or advanced by the landowner out of his own funds. 

The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works. 
imgoevennins, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated: 
charge for te maar ap had years. 

lec psec is required, and the Company, being of s 
commercial character, do not interfere with the plans and e: 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure 

The improvements authorised comprise 
peoving feria housen sat bulllings for fat 
pects Seevhowee, 6 for farm purposes, ; 

team-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes, i 
h ie and pron peavereenren tale wi 

ie expense ton ¢ + 
tut regard to amount safer parr incumbrances. ) 
apply jointly for the execution of mutually 
py on hp ee og: lak district, water-power, &c. 

on. Wunusax Navine, Managing Director, 2) Od Palace jar 
Hon. Witu1aM Narizr, Managing Director, ‘ 








ESTABLISHED 1800, 


Dock. souns, Boon SOLICITORS, and OTHE 
Ge, sant ees ot ec tees dare 
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